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SP excluded 

Being in the West Midlands visiting rela¬ 
tives and friends, I decided to call into 
Coventry to attend a Stop the War Coa¬ 
lition rally held at Coventry Methodist 
Central Hall on Thursday night. I was lost 
for words after this complete farce and 
travesty of democracy. 

The speakers included Jeremy Corbyn 
MP, a Birmingham muslim anti-war activ¬ 
ist. New Labour councillor Heather Parker 
and Andrew Murray, and was chaired by 
Penny Hicks (Socialist Workers Party). 
A reasonable crowd of around 450 heard 
some OK-ish speeches from the platform, 
although none really hit home hard with 
good political points - then the fun be¬ 
gan. 

From the floor. Socialist Party council¬ 
lor Dave Nellist made some very good 
points about how capitalism is the root 
cause of war, and that we need a new 
political movement. All of a sudden the 
priest in charge of the building ran to the 
front of the room, screaming and wav¬ 
ing her hands everywhere (the crowd 
thought a bomb was about to go off). 
“Stop! Stop! There must be no political 
speeches.” 

This caused great confusion, espe¬ 
cially as members of New Labour had 
dominated the platform (put there by the 
SWP). Nellist correctly continued and 
received thunderous applause from the 
audience - many of whom were clearly 
surprised that the SP, given they have 
three councillors in the city, and are the 
only ones putting forward a political al¬ 
ternative to war and imperialism, weren’t 
allowed to speak in the first place. 

As a former member of Militant, clearly 
I have no real loyalty to the SP (or any 
other left group for that matter), but this 
was just ridiculous. Apparently, the Cen¬ 
tral Hall was ‘donated’ for the meeting, 
but ‘there really is no such thing as a free 
room'. Clearly deals had been done be¬ 
hind the scenes between some sections 
of die local coalition and the rightwing 
priest. To quote the SWP, “Is this what 
democracy looks like?”! 

Charles Mitten 
Milton Keynes 

Bogus 

The article on anti-war tactics properly 
invokes the classic Kornilov case from 
Leninist science, but then manages to 
miss the whole point of it (Weekly Worker 
March 13). 

The lesson was: temporarily suspend 
die direct struggle to overthrow the Ker¬ 
ensky regime; give a revolutionary lead 
to the all-out fight to defeat Kornilov, 
thereby indirectly continuing to under¬ 
mine Kerensky for his weakness and 
vacillation. In Iraq, temporarily suspend 
die direct struggle to overthrow the Sad¬ 
dam regime; give a revolutionary lead to 
die all-out fight to defeat the extreme re¬ 
actionary putsch by dominant imperial¬ 
ism’s representative (Kornilov/Bush), 
thereby indirectly continuing to under¬ 
mine the weakness and vacillation of 
Saddam’s bogus ‘anti-imperialism’. 

The article, however, proposes the 
exact, catastrophic opposite, saying: 
“Whether to take up arms against the 
Saddam regime is purely a tactical deci¬ 
sion determined by the balance of forces 
... once US forces begin their drive on 
Baghdad.” The whole point of Lenin’s 
article is to say that tactics can reveal ei¬ 
ther a principled grasp of historical ne¬ 
cessity or opportunist muddle- 
headedness. 

hi 1917, the priority was not to let ex¬ 
treme reaction bring a complete halt to 
die revolutionary process. To that end, 
the need to overthrow Kerensky gave 
way to die need to defeat the Kornilov 
rebellion. In 2003, the priority for the 
whole world is to see US imperialism 


defeated as soon as possible, wherever 
possible. 

If it happens during this monstrous 
Nazi blitzkrieg on Iraq, so well and good. 
Continuing to take up arms against the 
Saddam regime in the midst of its resist¬ 
ance to the US forces’ drive on Baghdad 
weakens the chances for US military 
defeat in this first of many military adven¬ 
tures to come. 

All-out for the defeat of US imperial¬ 
ism does not imply the slightest ‘sup¬ 
port’ for the Saddam regime, or create any 
illusions that it does not remain the tar¬ 
get for resumed direct overthrow-strug¬ 
gle the moment that the more reactionary 
threat to mankind from rampant Nazi US 
imperialism has been damaged as best 
possible in the immediate situation 
around Iraq. 

Joe Harper 
Manchester 

Final comment 

So no one from the CPGB, or their periph¬ 
ery of supporters, dares to respond to my 
recent questions regarding the CPGB’s 
continuing support for the cross-class- 
collaborationist STWC. 

The CPGB’s main ideologues, Conrad 
(Kautskyite) and Donovan (Trotskyite), 
have proven unable to reply to my criti¬ 
cisms of their anti-Leninist views on the 
revolutionary party or their support for 
cross-class collaboration. You condemn 
yourselves with your silence and I see 
no point in wasting my time with further 
involvement in the opportunist swamp 
that is your letters page. 

As a final pairing comment, in the for¬ 
lorn hope that some of your readers and 
supporters have critical faculties worthy 
of the name. I note that the CPGB is not 
even willing to take the elementary com¬ 
munist position of defending Iraq’s right 
to self-determination against the imperi¬ 
alist invasion force. Conrad justifies this 
by blatantly misinterpreting quotes from 
Lenin and making up die spurious cat¬ 
egory of “proto-imperialist”. 

The CPGB is communist in title only 
and your Kautskyite revisionism sullies 
the name of all the genuine communists 
who have fought under the banner of 
Marxism-Leninism. 

Brian Walters 
email 

Peacemonger 

What do Mark Fischer and Tina Becker 
mean when they say diat a Liberal Demo¬ 
crat speaker at the People’s Assembly for 
Peace was “allowed to pass Charles 
Kennedy off as a peacemonger” (‘Anti¬ 
war party debates’ Weekly Worker 
March 13)? 

Given the make-up of the present 
House of Commons and the leadership 
of the governing party, isn’t that what 
Charles Kennedy is? I think you can be 
against the rush to war by Bush and Blair, 
even if you are a capitalist reformer! 
Graeme Kemp 
email 

Harassment 

On the basis of the Terrorism Act 2000, 
some organisations are banned, among 
them the DHKP-C (Revolutionary Peo¬ 
ple’s Liberation Party-Front). 

In the framework of the ‘war on tenor- 
ism’ headed by the USA since Septem¬ 
ber 11, the British state has also begun 
to play its part in the policies of aggres¬ 
sion pursued by the USA. It took part in 
actions to bomb Afghanistan and kill its 
civilians. At the moment these policies 
of aggression are continuing, witiiin the 
framework of slaughtering the people of 
Iraq and turning that country into a US 
state. An aspect of such a policy is de¬ 
stroying the revolutionary struggle and 
the democratic opposition throughout 
the world. For this reason too, die anti¬ 
globalisation movement is liable to be 
accused of terrorist activities. 


The British state banned the DHKP-C 
as a way of supporting the fascist regime 
in Turkey. It thus banned the struggle 
against fascism in Turkey and the right 
to resist fascism. And the Terrorism Act 
2000 also made it idegal in Britain to re¬ 
veal the crimes against humanity that go 
on in Turkey. 

But nobody can prohibit the struggle 
against fascism. Bans, imprisonment and 
starting up new court cases cannot pre¬ 
vent us from telling the trutii about what 
goes on in our country. No force, no 
punishment can stop us from revealing 
the terrorism practised against the peo¬ 
ples of Turkey by fascism. 

They wanted to legitimise the repres¬ 
sion against the DHKP-C by carrying 
out an operation in which six democrats 
from Turkey and one from Britain were 
arrested. They acted as if something 
really major had been uncovered, bas¬ 
ing this on address books and various 
documents found on the people ar¬ 
rested. In actual fact there is no under¬ 
ground organisation in Britain. Here, all 
work is done openly, legally and legiti¬ 
mately. And, since there is nothing se¬ 
cret and clandestine, there is also 
nothing to reveal. All that exists are 
various ties - part of our well known and 
above-board activity. 

Especially in the last month, the police 
have been going around shops in Lon¬ 
don to intimidate people and blackmail 
them into making statements against the 
DHKP-C. So far they have gone to about 
80 shops, but everyone has told them 
they bought magazines or contributed to 
aid campaigns voluntarily. This is not the 
response the police are looking for, so 
then they tell shopkeepers: ‘You own a 
house, a car, a business. If you don’t 
want to lose them all...” The aim of the 
police is not to protect local businesses, 
but to turn them into informers. 

DHKP-C 

London 

AWL sectarians 

Gerry Byme of the Alliance for Workers’ 
Liberty asks for evidence and quantita¬ 
tive indicators as to the undemocratic and 
sectarian nature of the AWL (Letters, 
March 13). I suggest she examines the 
four letiers from her comrades (including 
her own) sent in reply to my article (Feb¬ 
ruary 6). 

How many of them address the argu¬ 
ment I put forward in the article? Not one 
of the four. That may not be statistically 
significant enough for Gerry, given the 
small sample size, but to me it suggests 
that these comrades are not listening to 
my point of view. In fact they are deny¬ 
ing me a right to a point of view in a clas¬ 
sic sectarian manner. 

Another example of this: Jim Denham 
in his letter states that I have “never un¬ 
derstood the concept of a revolutionary 
party” - not that I have a different opin¬ 
ion, but that my opinion is worth nodi- 
ing because it does not agree with the 
abstract truth according to Jim Denham 
and presumably the AWL (March 13). If 
that is not sectarianism I would like to 
know what is. Jim says I “bleat” about 
sectarianism; let me remind him diat Trot¬ 
sky in the Transitional programme said: 
“It is impossible to make any further com¬ 
promise with sectarians for one single 
day”. 

Next let Gerry count the number of 
personal attacks in every one of the let¬ 
ters. To me personal abuse is a typically 
undemocratic and sectarian method and 
should be unacceptable in die socialist 
movement. Then of course there are the 
lies to count up, of which Jim Denham’s 
letter contains the most. Lies are a stock 
in trade of the sectarian and the bureau¬ 
crat. Both Jim Denham and Clive Brad¬ 
ley say that I am a fool because I did not 
realise what Alan Thomett and his co¬ 
thinkers were up to. That is a lie: of 
course I understood exactly what was 
going on. I was on the NC and a mem¬ 
ber of tiie Democratic Centralist Faction 


(DCF) which included more members 
from London. Oxford and elsewhere 
than “a few friends from Coventry and 
Birmingham” - another Jim Denham lie. 
The DCF had regular discussions with 
the Alan Thornett group and we de¬ 
vised a strategy together. Of course we 
did. I would have thought that would 
have been obvious to clued-up com¬ 
rades like Jim and Clive. 

Another classic sectarian method is to 
distort what your opponent is saying. I 
did not call Sean Matgamna an “evil gen¬ 
ius” or use the term “hand-raisers” - those 
temis are made up by Gerry Byme. Jim 
Denham says I “repeatedly attempt to 
refute Clive Bradley’s account of events”. 
Actually I acknowledged that what Clive 
was saying was of course his experience 
and I respect that. But I pointed out that 
I was there and he wasn’t. I think that 
Gerry Byme, the materialist, would agree 
diat a witness at the scene of a crime has 
more credibility than somebody who 
wasn’t there. That isn't arrogance: that 
is common sense. 

One more distortion from Jim Denham 
is that I have “the audacity to denounce 
the AWL for having defended itself’. 
Where did I say that? I think we all 
agree on two propositions. The first is 
that there was a crisis in the proto-AWL 
in 1984. The second is that it was not 
dealt with in a democratic manner. The 
disagreement is over whether a bureau¬ 
cratic expulsion was justifiable. Clive, 
Jim and Gerry think it was. I thought 
then and I think now that there were 
democratic methods of resolving the 
crisis and maintaining the group. There 
might still have been splits, but the 
membership would have learned les¬ 
sons from die process instead of being 
asked to vote on the grounds of loyalty. 
And I say to Geny: the AWL may have 
a wonderful constitution, but it had a 
good one in 1984 which was broken by 
the leadership to expel comrades. Why 
should that not happen again? I think 
that is the nerve which I seem to have 
touched with the AWL. 

Dave Spencer 
Coventry 

Reputation 

Your AWL correspondents appear to be 
engaged in a concerted attempt to be¬ 
smirch Dave Spencer’s reputation. Why? 
As far as I can gather, for one reason and 
one reason alone. As a former leading 
member of theirs he can, and does, bring 
a shaft of light to bear on a particularly 
shameful and defining moment in AWL 
history. 

In short, a large minority was undemo- 
cratically bumped out on their arses in 
1984 simply because of ideological disa¬ 
greements with numero uno Sean Mat¬ 
gamna. Yes, the result, I am afraid, must 
be a sect, with a typical sect agenda. 

Matgamna is the ventriloquist, Gerry 
Byme the poison-pen dummy. Spencer 
is attacked for being simultaneously 
“self-serving” and a “cover” for CPGB 
“dishonesty and disunity”. What a para¬ 
doxical charge. Comrade Byrne then 
asks - in the name of “unity” - for con¬ 
temporary evidence of AWL sectarian¬ 
ism. The implication, of course, is that the 
charge is baseless. Yes, it is funny. The 
humour is though entirely unintentional. 
Aside from the attempted character as¬ 
sassination of Dave Spencer, my read¬ 
ing over just the last few months 
provides damning evidence. However, 
for the sake of brevity I shad cite just four 
examples. 

One, setting-up the so-called ‘Leeds 
incident’ to inoculate AWL members 
against the CPGB. Thereby fostering 
disunity. Two, branding marching with 
muslims on February 15 a ‘popular front’. 
Thereby fostering disunity. Three, vot¬ 
ing to close the Socialist Alliance. 
Thereby fostering disunity. Four, boy¬ 
cotting the March 12 People’s Assem¬ 
bly for Peace. Yes, once again, thereby 
fostering disunity. Enough evidence to 


prove the sectarian charge beyond any 
reasonable doubt. 

Bring on the “anarchist free spirits” 
once more. According to our Geny, it is 
“perfectly possible” to tell the AWL’s 
“duarchy” of Sean Matgamna and Mar¬ 
tin Thomas that “they’re wrong”. So 
what? hi medieval times clowns tradition- 
ady performed that harmless function for 
the amusement and edification their em¬ 
perors. princes and feudal lords. Seem¬ 
ingly they still do. 

Salma Mackenzie 
email 

Repression 

On February 20, Egunkaria, Spain’s 
only Basque language daily, was closed 
down. Acting on the orders of judge 
Juan del Olmo, more than 300 civil guards 
took over its headquarters, arrested its 
10 directors and suspended the newspa¬ 
per’s publication. 

The Basque national question is be¬ 
ing used to silence anyone critical of the 
government, of repression, of capitalism, 
of war. A policy of state repression will 
never solve a political problem such as 
the national question in Euskadi, rooted 
as it is in the experience of the Franco 
dictatorship. 

In the Basque country it often feels as 
if a state of emergency has been declared. 
In Navana, there is a refusal to acknowl¬ 
edge the Basque language has any offi¬ 
cial status. Councils that fly the Basque 
flag are threatened. There are continual 
arrests on minimal evidence and prison¬ 
ers’ most basic democratic rights are 
denied, including prisoners who are se¬ 
riously ill. Indeed, there have been re¬ 
peated cases of torture. 

By closing down Egunkaria the gov¬ 
ernment has gained nothing. On the con¬ 
trary, the February 22 demonstration 
against the action in San Sebastian was 
tiie city's biggest ever, with more than 
200,000 filling the streets. There was a 
feeling of outrage, but also of strength. 

The march was supported by certain 
PSOE leaders, like Gemma Zabaleta, in a 
personal capacity, while others, like Roja 
and Rubalcaba, supported Egunkaria ’’s 
closure and proclaimed “respect” for the 
independence of the judiciary! The PSOE 
will have to change its position or it wtil 
start coming apart at the seams. 

Defence of the right to self-determina¬ 
tion is a historic demand of Spanish so¬ 
cialism. Hanging on to Aznar’s coat-tails 
and supporting repression will destroy 
the PSOE. 

Jim Padmore 
Vitoria 

Questions 

As someone who would like to see a 
world that provided equal and ample 
opportunities for all, I have been read¬ 
ing your website for a number of 
months and I have a few questions for 
you, offered in a spirit of fraternal 
polemicism. 

You claim to use scientific method. 
This implies diat your starting point is 
empirical evidence, from which a theory 
is then drawn. The theory is tested 
against events in society. If it doesn’t 
explain them, are you then not honour- 
bound to ditch the theory? In the ap¬ 
proximately 400 years since capitalism 
reared its ambiguous head, has there 
been a single unambiguous example of 
a successful working class revolution? 

You take pride in your history. I would 
never disparage the hard work of mil¬ 
lions of activists, but what can you 
point to in your history other than a 
series of defeats? Despite the sacrifices 
of so many-1871,1905,1914,1949,1990 
- utter defeats (1917: a pyrrhic victory). 
Why do you think that an emotional 
attachment to these dates can persuade 
anyone that you have anything to of¬ 
fer them in the future? 

Mischa Moselle 
Hong Kong 
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PARTY NOTES 


Organise people’s 
assemblies 



G eorge Bush and Tony Blair lost 
the diplomatic battle hands 
down. No UN security coun¬ 
cil majority. No second resolu¬ 
tion. So the dogs of war have been un¬ 
leashed without UN legitimacy. The first 
casualty of Gulf War II is the UN and the 
post-1945 world order. 

Unsurprisingly Saddam Hussein has 
not vacated his marble palaces and opted 
for the precarious life of the isolated ex¬ 
ile. Nor have his pampered sons. Attacks 
began on Thursday morning. Within a 
week or two the thousands of cruise mis¬ 
siles and Moab, JDAM, bunker busters 
and other bombs - smart and dumb - will 
have done their dirty business. Targets - 
military and civilian - across Iraq will he 
in smouldering ruins. Of course, most vic¬ 
tims - and it is predicted there will be well 
over 100,000 of them - are not going to 
be members of the Ba’athist elite. Rank 
and file soldiers and ordinary citizens will 
bear the brunt. 

Next comes the land invasion and the 
drive to capture Baghdad. General 
Tommy Franks, the US commander, prom¬ 
ises a lightening victory. Solely due to the 
US the ‘coalition of the willing’ possesses 
overwhelming military superiority. In 
hardware terms this is the early 21st cen¬ 
tury confronting the antiquated 1970s. 

However, war is an art. Not a science. 
Iraqis face conquest, not liberation. The 
morale of the Republican Guard might 
instantly collapse. On the other hand, 
maybe they will put up stiff resistance. 
Then again, the people could find the 
opportunity to deal with the Saddam 
Hussein regime using their own, revolu¬ 
tionary. methods. Would Bush order his 
troops to crush a liberated Baghdad? 
Politics decide. 

Quite clearly this war is not about Sad¬ 
dam Hussein’s weapons of mass de¬ 
struction. supposed links with Osama bin 
Laden or any threat to the US or Britain. 
The US seeks undisputed global he¬ 
gemony. After September 11 2001 the so- 
called war on terrorism excused massive 
increases in arms spending and the Bush 
doctrine of pre-emptive military strikes. 

Iraq was picked upon not because of 
its military strength. Rather because of 
profound weakness. The country suf¬ 
fered near total defeat in the 1991 Gulf 
War. Since then sanctions have strangled 
the life out of Iraq and the impoverished 
country has been effectively dismem¬ 
bered - a Kurdish autonomous region 
and northern and southern no-fly zones. 
Moreover, because of vast oil riches Iraq 
can pay for its own conquest. That is all 
Clare Short's much vaunted ‘humanitar¬ 


ian’ programme of ‘reconstruction’ 
amounts to. 

No wonder millions flood the streets. 
Estimates for February 15 are between 30 
and 100 million worldwide. This unprec¬ 
edented people’s movement has ex¬ 
posed the severe limitations of what 
commonly passes for democracy. Not 
least in Britain. 

The Guardian reports that only 38% 
support the war. Despite the patriotic 
fever being fuelled by the government 
and die media, those who oppose it stand 
at 44% (March 18). The Sun gives a much 
bigger, 63%, figure. Yet in the House of 
Commons Blair got a thumping majority 
- 396 to 217 - thanks in part to the sup¬ 
port of Iain Duncan Smith’s Tories. So 
there exists a yawning democratic defi¬ 
cit. 

What should we in the anti-war party 
do? 

Relying on a totally unrepresentative 
parliament to stop the war was never on. 
Nor can we wait for the next scheduled 
general election. That will be far too late. 
Nor can we bank on forcing an unsched¬ 
uled general election. The Westminster 
parliament is only quasi-democratic. It 
exists not to express, but to block, frus¬ 
trate and hollow out popular initiative 
and control from below. 

The Stop tiie War Coalition’s ‘num¬ 
bers strategy’ and policy of playing 
down or sidelining political differences 
have failed too. In London two million 
marched. A month later Britain is at war. 
Furthermore, those irresponsibly given 
a platform and handed an undeserved 
anti-war reputation by the STWC have 
predictably betrayed. Charles Kennedy 
says he will loyally rally to the flag “when 
fighting commences”. Likewise the 
Daily Mirror “unequivocally” supports 
“our servicemen and women” (March 
18). In other words the anti-war party has 
seen capitalist allies fall away and return 
to the patriotic fold. Good riddance to 
bad rubbish. 

The anti-war party must be quite clear. 
Our main enemy is a home! Hence we 
prefer the defeat of the British military to 
their victory. Demand Britain and the US 
out of Iraq! Does that mean backing Sad¬ 
dam Hussein? Certainly not. Commu¬ 
nists offer tiie Ba’athist regime support 
of no kind whatsoever. 

Stopping the war is bound up with and 
inexorably leads to a constitutional chal¬ 
lenge. After all, we constitute the major¬ 
ity. Getting rid of Blah - as stressed by 
the Socialist Workers Party - is not 
enough. He would eagerly be replaced 
by another presidential prime minister - a 


Gordon Brown or a Charles Clarke. Brit¬ 
ain needs something much more radical 
and enduring - regime change. 

The anti-war party is not only against 
war and imperialism. The anti-war party 
is implicitly a movement for democracy. 
That is why we must present our alter¬ 
native to the Westminster charade. Com¬ 
munists say: annual elections, the 
recallability of all elected representatives, 
cap their pay to the level of the average 
skilled worker, abolish the second cham¬ 
ber, sack Elizabeth Windsor and abolish 
all royal powers. For us this programme 
is only a beginning. While there are wage 
slaves, the battle for democracy remains 
uncompleted. 

A cabinet coup or a parliamentary bill 
that relies on the House of Lords and 
royal assent cannot achieve that. Mili¬ 
tant, extra-parliamentary methods are re¬ 
quired and are palpably the order of the 
day. 

So far, school and college students 
have brilliantly and inspiringly taken the 
lead. Their strikes and occupations serve 
as a social barometer, but cannot deliver 
the decisive blow. For that the organised 
core of the working class must act. How¬ 
ever, the working class moves at a slower, 
more deliberate, pace before committing 
itself. But when it does ... 

Our main efforts must be directed at 
encouraging the working class. One real 
step, however modest - a lunchtime meet¬ 
ing - is worth any number of empty reso¬ 
lutions demanding that the TUC call the 
general strike. That necessitates higher 
and higher forms of organisation. The 
anti-war party needs its own media - in 
this period of greatly accelerated politics 
that means a daily paper. Criminally the 
SWP and its fellow Workers Power, Alli¬ 
ance for Workers’ Liberty and Interna¬ 
tional Socialist Group liquidationists 
effectively voted to close down the So¬ 
cialist Alliance for the duration. Other 
avenues must therefore be found. 

And, having gone along with the 
March 12 People’s Assembly for Peace, 
the SWP seems bent on dropping that 
excellent initiative. Yet here is the very 
type of body that can be generalised from 
the top to the bottom, used as the national 
debating forum for the anti-war party and, 
as their social weight grows, begin to par¬ 
allel parliament as a centre of power. The 
STWC cannot do that. It has been fro¬ 
zen as a single-issue campaign. That is 
why communists say, organise people’s 
assemblies everywhere - schools, col¬ 
leges, workplaces, boroughs, towns and 
cities • 

Jack Conrad 


ACTION 


CPGB London anti-war forums 

5pm. Diorama Arts Centre, 34 Osnaburgh Street (nearest tubes - Great Port¬ 
land Street, Regents Park). 

Sunday March 23: ‘What should be done about Saddam Hussein?’ It is up 
to the people of Iraq to overthrow their dictator - just as we need to fight for 
regime change in Britain. Speaker: Marcus Strom. 

Sunday March 30: ‘Building tiie anti-war party’. If we are serious about not 
just stopping the war, but overthrowing the system that breeds war, we need 
to build a new democratic and centralised workers’ party. Speaker: MarkFischer. 

CPGB Manchester seminars 

Monday March 24, 7 pm - ‘Plekhanov and other Russians’, using Hal Drap¬ 
er’s The dictatorship of the proletariat from Marx to Lenin as a study guide. 
Friends Meeting House, Mount Street (behind Central Library ). 

Anti-war events 

Saturday March 22 

National demonstration: Assemble 12 noon, Embankment and Gower Street, 
London. March to Hyde Park. 

Called by Stop the War Coalition. 

Lobby Labour: Assemble 10.30am, Old Hawkhill, outside Dundee University 
Sports Union, for march to City Square. 

Mass weapons inspection: 12 noon, junction High Street/Park Street, Fairford, 
Gloucestershire. March to main gate of USAF Fairford. http://www.gwi.org.uk; 
for travel by coach: http://www.cynatech.co.Uk/gwi//Fairford-travel.htm 
Sedgefield demonstration: 9.30am, Trimdon Village Labour Club. Demonstrate 
outside Sedgefield CLP’s AGM then rally at the Welfare Hall, Fushbum from 
12 noon. 

Organised by Sedgefield STWC. 

■•Foil the base’ : 12 noon, Menwith Hill monitoring station, near Harrogate, York¬ 
shire. To disrupt satellite signals bring foil kites, foil balloons, foil puppets - 
use your imagination! 

Organised by Neighbourhoods Opposing War, mail@now-peace.org.uk 
Concert for peace: Theatre Royal, Drury Lane, London, 7.30pm. Artists from 
opera, theatre, ballet, comedy and music, plus journalists and writers contrib¬ 
ute their thoughts and talent. With Dame Judi Dench, Sir Ian McKellen, Sir 
Alan Ayckbourn, Harold Pinter, Samantha Bond, John Rees (Stop the War 
Coalition), Maida Vale Singers, casts of Blood brothers and Anything goes. 
Tickets, £10 to £50 - 020 7494 5092. Proceeds to Red Cross, Oxfam, Care and 
Amnesty International. 

Friday March 28 

Lobby Margaret Beckett: 4pm, TGWU office, 2a Wentworth, Vemongate, 
Derby. 

Organised by Derby Stop the War Coalition: info@stopwar-derby.org 
Saturday March 29 

Labour Against the War: National delegate conference, 9.30am to 4.30pm, 
Friends Meeting House, Euston Road, London NW1 (very close to Euston 
and Kings Cross stations). 

Speakers include: Tony Benn, Jeremy Corbyn MP, Bob Crow (RMT), John 
Edmonds (GMB), Rozanne Foyer (Scottish TUC), George Galloway MP, Andy 
Gilchrist (FBU), Alice Mahon MP. Mark Seddon (NEC; editor Tribune), and 
Christine Shawcroft (NEC). Chair: Alan Simpson MP. 

Advance registration: £5 per delegate/member (payable to Labour Against 
the War): LATW, PO Box 2378, London E5 9QU; latw@gn.apc.org; fax: 020 
8985 6785; www.labouragainstthewar.org.uk 

Sunday March 30 

Balloons not bombs: A celebration for peace on mothering Sunday, 1.30pm to 
3.30pm, picnic area, Mary Stevens Park, Stourbridge. Picnic, face painting, 
music, etc. 

Organised by Stourbridge STWC. 

Saturday April 5 and Sunday April 6 

Reclaim the bases: International days of anti-war protest and direct action at 
military bases, email@reclaimthebases.org.uk; 07887-585721. 

Party wills 

The CPGB has foims available fore you to include the Party and the struggle 
for communism in your will. Write for details. 

RDG 

To contact the Revolutionary Democratic Group email rdgroup@yahoo.com 


www.cpgb.oig.uk/action 

i-1 

j Europe: meeting the challenge ] 

I of continental unity g 

I In hisnewbookofessaysJackConradarguesagainstthosewhoview « 

, the European Union and the single currency with trepidation. The unity . 

of capitalist Europe is our opportunity to unite the * 

worki ng class into a si ngle com bat pa rty - a 1 

Communist PartyoftheEU.Animportantstepin | 

that direction would be a European Socialist | 

Alliance. » 

ppl29, £5 or €8 ^ 

Currently being reprinted ! 
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Scottish Socialist Youth - 
http://www.ssy.org.uk 


Promising 
start made 


I n between visits spaced over 
several hours, I was im¬ 
pressed to see the Scottish 
Socialist Youth website had been 
updated to reflect the latest 
developments in the Blair/Bush 
war drive. The front page now 
leads with a short statement 
calling on youth and students to 
assemble in Glasgow in the 
immediate aftermath of the 
declaration of war, and for them 
to build for this action in the 
schools and colleges. 

This is followed by a link to the 
original home page. This is a short 
piece spelling out the problems 
of being young in Scotland and 
doubles upas the mission 
statement. In setting out its stall, 
the Scottish Socialist Party’s 
youth section wants its web space 
to reflect both its views and those 
of the youth that visit it. To this 
end, its masthead claims to be a 
web magazine for socialist youth 
in Scotland, and the statement 
finishes by inviting contributions 
to its submission address. 

The organisation of the site is 
very simple. The eight different 
sections are linked by a bar 
running underneath the header. 
The first after ‘Home’ is SSY’s 
Charter for young people in 
Scotland. The introductory 
preamble pinpoints the dual 
importance of youth to advanced 
capitalism: simultaneously 
flattered as consumers and 
exploited through low wages and 
poor working conditions. It goes 
on to argue that ‘official’ politics 
is responsible for political apathy 
amongst youth and calls for 
young people to organise against 
capitalism and collectively 
struggle for more rights. 

However, this introductory 
piece is unnecessarily let down in 
parts: for example, the state¬ 
ment, “the Scottish parliament is 
only as good as those sitting in it”, 
suggests that a preponderance 
of Scottish Socialist Party MSPs at 
Holyrood would be enough to put 
everything to rights. The familiar 
nod in the direction of a Scottish 
road to socialism aside, there is 
little that is objectionable in the 
rest of the charter. It is quite 
comprehensive, covering issues 
such as war, culture, women’s 
control over their bodies, drugs, 
etc - marred only by the occa¬ 
sional broken link. 

Considering how quickly the 
site was updated with war news, 
the article section is a slight 
disappointment. The main 
feature, a discussion of the 
weapons inspectors’ reports to 
the UN security council was 
uploaded to the site on February 


11. The rest of the page is divided 
into two columns: ‘Open assign¬ 
ments’ and ‘Recent articles’. The 
latter provides links to three 
other articles, followed by an 
archive of eight further pieces on 
the war, the European Social 
Forum, Govanhill Pool dispute, 
and others. The ‘Open assign¬ 
ment’ column is empty, but will 
presumably be utilised at some 
point in the future. 

Next in line is ‘Events’ - a 
simple, no-frills page listing an 
anti-war mobilisation on March 
17 and an anti-council tax demo 
on March 22, the April 22 
blockade of Faslane, and a 
notice on the council and 
Holyrood elections. More can 
certainly be done with this page - 
how about adding local SSY 
actions, for example? The 
‘Campaigns’ section is similarly 
sparse, featuring just two 
further links: to ‘Anti-war’, and 
‘Legalise cannabis’ and both of 
these bring up a blank page. 
Unfortunately this is carried over 
into the SSY’s online forum. All 
the topic fields are empty, 
probably because the process of 
using the forum looks compli¬ 
cated. There is a toolbar that 
may provide the required help, 
but I could not access any of 
these sections, which all turned 
out to be broken links. I guess 
the mystery of the empty forum 
is solved. 

The contact page gives the 
various contact details for SSY 
and the SSP, and invites visitors to 
subscribe to their email list. The 
‘Links’ section is quite interesting 
grouping together 83 sites under 
11 headings - from ‘Voices of 
dissent’ to ‘Fun and games’. Like 
Globalise Resistance (see Weekly 
Worker March 13) it serves as a 
good portal to a lot of activist 
resources on the web. But 
unfortunately like its SSP parent, 
a certain political selectivity mars 
the ‘Alternative news’ grouping. 
The publications of the main SSP 
platforms are there, but no 
Weekly Worker, Solidarity, or 
Workers Power. 

As a youth site, SSY has plenty 
of potential. The links issue aside, 
its positioning as a resource 
where socialist youth can 
exchange views via the forum 
and articles is symptomatic of a 
far healthier orientation toward 
youth work than that of GR. Here 
youth are addressed as thinking 
beings, not mindless activists. But 
the website does require a good 
deal of work before this ap¬ 
proach to web work begins to 
reap its rewards • 

Phil Hamilton 



CPGB aggregate 

Move into action 


W ith war only days away. 
Communist Party mem¬ 
bers gathered at an aggre¬ 
gate in London on Sunday 
March 16 to debate how the party should 
react to this critical situation. 

In such a period, when millions of peo¬ 
ple have taken to the streets in protest 
against the war. we still fall far short when 
it comes to what needs to be done. Cor¬ 
rectly members were critical of them¬ 
selves and the Party leadership for 
lagging behind the dramatically changed 
situation. Now we must radically trans¬ 
form every aspect of our organisation and 
approach to work. 

National organiser Mark Fischer told 
the aggregate that normal cell meetings 
and educational seminars must be sus¬ 
pended. Open CPGB anti-war forums are 
a good idea but the main thing is immers¬ 
ing the entire organisation in the anti-war 
movement. Passive membership of a 
communist organisation is a contradic¬ 
tion in terms. Especially in such a period 
as this. All comrades must increase their 
commitment, both financially and in 
temis of work. The main tiling, however, 
it to play a full part in the Stop the War 
Coalition, the people’s assemblies and 


the mushrooming anti-war activity 
amongst college and school students. 

Current circumstances will undoubt¬ 
edly require rapid, centralised decision¬ 
making to enable the Party to respond 
effectively to rapidly evolving political 
events. But, combined with this, indi¬ 
vidual comrades and party cells must 
show increased initiative in their local 
activities. 

The Weekly Worker remains key to our 
politics. Although it is beginning to ad¬ 
just to the new conditions, reporting and 
commenting on events as they occur, as 
yet it has failed to act as an organiser. 

In his opening on perspectives, com¬ 
rade John Bridge emphasised that, al¬ 
though the CPGB remains weak 
organisationally, we are strong politically. 
All the left papers and even some bour¬ 
geois publications such as The Guard¬ 
ian discuss the democratic deficit created 
by Blair’s insistence on going to war 
against the wishes of 57% of the popu¬ 
lation. But the CPGB can go beyond 
describing the problem and provide con¬ 
crete answers for the working class 
based on our programmatic understand¬ 
ing of democratic politics. People’s as¬ 
semblies have the potential to answer the 


democratic deficit. But the advanced part 
of the working class also needs a real 
Communist Party and the creation of 
such a democratic combat organisation 
remains our overarching goal and pur¬ 
pose. 

We have always recognised that such 
a party will not simply come from the 
unity of the left sects, but from the class 
itself. Nevertheless the Socialist Alliance 
could have acted as a focal point for a 
wider unity, but, as comrade Marcus 
Strom pointed out, the SA has dismally 
failed to make use of the current oppor¬ 
tunities, and effectively closed down for 
the duration of the war. Clearly it no longer 
represents the concretisation of the party 
question in British politics at this time. 

The ‘What we fight for’ column in the 
Weekly Worker has been revised to re¬ 
flect the shift of emphasis in Party work 
from the Socialist Alliance to the anti-war 
movement. These changes were dis¬ 
cussed and the aggregate entrusted the 
Provisional Central Committee with the 
task of keeping the column under con¬ 
stant review in this critical and fast-mov¬ 
ing period, with all the possibilities it 
provides • 

Mary Godwin 


WHAT TO DO 


Get involved 

Join your local anti-war group - check 
out www.stopwar.org.uk for the 
nearest one or phone the Stop the War 
Coalition on 07951235915 or 0207053 
2153. Make sure you take copies of the 
Weekly Worker. 

Send weekly reports 

We want to feature as many local anti¬ 
war activities as we can - send brief 
reports to weeklyworker@cpgb.org.uk 
or fax 020 8961 9193. Two hundred or 
so words will do. 

Order extra papers 

Don’t go to any rally, meeting or 
demonstration without extra copies. 
Write, email or phone for packs of 5, 10, 
15, 20 or more. Send us the money for 
what you sell every month. Left over 
papers should be given away to 
promising contacts. They will give you 
a donation later if they like the paper. If 
we already send you a bulk order now 
is the time for an increase. Whole 
layers are coming into direct political 
activity for the first time. Older 
generations of activists are mobilised 
too. Young people are especially eager 
to learn. 

Organise people’s 
assemblies 

The first national assembly in London 
on March 12 was a great success. 
Initiate local people’s assemblies in 
your school, college, workplace, 
borough, town or city. People’s 
assemblies can coordinate actions, 
discuss strategies and tactics and 
organise new, previously inactive 
forces. If there is already an assembly 
set up a report-back meeting from 
March 12. 

Organise street stalls 

Patty centre has posters, leaflets, 
badges, stickers, pamphlets and of 
course the Weekly Worker to stock 
you up. Just set up something like a 
decorator’s table in the town centre or 


wherever, stick CPGB posters around it 
and you are ready. Use petitions 
against the war to engage people. Sell 
the Weekly Worker, recruit to the Stop 
the War Coalition and the people’s 
assemblies and take the names and 
addresses of contacts. Get a ‘campaign 
pack’ - 020 8965 0659. You can 
download a range of CPGB leaflets 
from our website http:// 
www.cpgb.org.uk/resources/index.html 

Attend CPGB anti-war 
forums 

Entail us for details of meetings locally. 


Demonstrations can usually be relied 
upon to put a smile on my face. And 
not just because I am pleased that 
thousands are cocking a snook at 
Blair and starting to assert the right 
of the majority, young and old, to im¬ 
pose their will on the warmongers. 

I am also happy because I know 
that so many of those who buy our 
paper will tell us to ‘keep the change’ 
or ‘put it in the hinds’. All those extra 
50p coins mount up. For example, 
Weekly Worker sellers at the vigil out¬ 
side parliament on March 18 came 
back with £12 collected in this way. A 
total of £43 from events in other parts 
of the country, collected since last 
weekend’s demos, has so far either 
been received or promised. 

In order to keep up with the extra 
demand in this period of political ac¬ 
tivity we have once again increased 
our print tun. Together with our web 
readership our overall circulation is 
now touching 10,000 on a more or less 


Join the communists! 

Contact the Party office by phone or 
email or complete and return the form 
on page 11. 

The Communist Party has branches 
and/or supporters in the following 
areas: Birmingham, Bristol, Cardiff, 
Dundee, Glasgow, Guildford, Hertford, 
London, Leeds, Liverpool, Manches¬ 
ter, Middlesbrough, Newcastle, 
Newport, Nottingham, Oxford, 
Peterborough, Stoke-on-Trent, 
Swansea. But why not help us grow in 
other areas? • 

Tina Becker 


regular basis. Last week 8,094 people 
read us in cyberspace. 

However, as I am always pointing 
out, too few of those who do so show 
their appreciation in the way I hope 
they will - by sending a cheque or 
postal order in an envelope marked, 
‘For the attention of R Rix’! 

Nevertheless my post box has pro¬ 
duced a reasonable return this week - 
a healthy total of £184, together with 
the extra cash from demonstrations, 
has boosted March’s fund by £239 
over the last seven days. Our total 
now stands at £350 with 10 days re¬ 
maining. Thanks to HG, OJ, BV and 
FW for their generosity. Can you do 
your bit and help take us over our £500 
target? • 

Robbie Rix 


Ask for a bankers order form, or 
send cheques, payable to 
Weekly Worker 


Fighting fund 

Do your bit 
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MIDDLE EAST 


Alarm bells ring 
for Palestine 



B ush’s March 17 declaration of war 
against Iraq was preceded by re¬ 
newed mutterings about the Pales¬ 
tinian question. Bush and Blair are 
promising to publish the long-floated “road 
map to peace” in tandem with their ‘shock and 
awe’ invasion of Iraq. 

This vaunted plan is a corollary of Bush’s 
Palestine speech last summer, where he de¬ 
manded the ousting of Palestinian Authority 
president Yasser Arafat (denounced as 
“tainted by terrorism”) as a precondition for 
American backing for any semblance of a Pal¬ 
estinian state. The Palestinian response to 
Bush’s suggestion last year was entirely jus¬ 
tified contempt for its imperial arrogance. Now, 
however, Arafat has sought to alter the ap¬ 
pearance of his administration by appointing 
a prime minister to take over, at least formally, 
many of the functions that he himself has 
wielded ever since the Palestinian Authority 
was formed in the aftermath of the Oslo ac¬ 
cords in the early 1990s - the haggling over 
the role and powers of the prime minister is 
still going on. Of course Arafat has very little 
real power in any case, particularly since 
Sharon’s bloody re-occupation of much of the 
occupied territories over the past couple of 
years or so as a response to the outbreak of 
the Al-Aqsa intifada. 

However, over the whole preceding period, 
Arafat’s regime had become discredited in 
view of its extreme corruption and its collabo¬ 
ration with Israeli repression of Palestinian 
dissent - in particular any effective protest 
against the continuing Israeli settlement of 
Palestinian land. Palestinian dissidents such 
as Edward W Said have pointed out that the 
seizing of land by settlers has actually speeded 
up under the supposedly autonomous Pal¬ 
estinian authority. 

The American hammering on about ‘de¬ 
mocracy’ under Arafat is a cynical attempt to 
exploit something that the Clinton administra¬ 
tion, and American ruling circles in a more 
general sense, were themselves instrumental 
in creating. Just as Saddam Hussein's regime, 
now the bete noire of the Anglo-American im¬ 
perialists, was in fact sustained and encour¬ 
aged - particularly in its torture and killing of 
communists and other fighters against op¬ 
pression - when it was considered a useful ally 
by those now moving to overthrow it, so the 
dictatorial, corrupt nature of Arafat’s regime 
was a function of its role as a collaborator with 
the US and Israel against its own people. One 
thing is for sure: any Palestinian state pro¬ 
moted by Bush, in the event that he was ac¬ 
tually prepared to see it become a reality, 
would be equally corrupt and repressive. Any 
new arrangement would be determined not by 
the interests of the Palestinians, but rather 
those of US imperialism and its strategic alli¬ 
ance with Israel. 

In the context of the now-declared war 
against Iraq, however, it is not the manoeu¬ 
vring around the ‘road map’ that it foremost 
in the minds of the Palestinians, whose terri¬ 
tory and very lives have been ravaged by 
Sharon’s murderous army and arrogant set¬ 
tlers. Rather, it is a very obvious fear of what 
Sharon may do under the cover of war itself. 
Everyone knows that decisive sections of the 
Israeli establishment, including Sharon him¬ 
self and leading elements of the ruling Likud 
bloc, are fervent devotees of the idea of Eretz 
Yisrael - greater Israel. This concept, in fact, is 
inherent in the idea of Zionism itself: the whole 
of the territory of historic Palestine is claimed 
for the Jewish people. This ideological com¬ 
mitment is the driving force of the settlers, who 
for the entire period of the so-called peace 
process have continued to seize more and 
more Palestinian land - it is this, above any¬ 
thing else, that has fuelled the growth of de¬ 
spair, and thereby islamic fundamentalism and 
suicide bombings, among the Palestinians. 
The war against Iraq now provides this 


most openly racist and militarist Israeli gov¬ 
ernment with the ideal opportunity, under 
cover of the nearby battle, to engage in mass 
expulsions of the Palestinian population, par¬ 
ticularly from the West Bank. Indeed, as the 
war drums have beaten louder and louder 
over the past months, Israeli forces in the ter¬ 
ritories have engaged in bloodier and bloodier 
acts, and there has been an upsurge of shoot¬ 
ings of demonstrators, assassinations, beat¬ 
ings, house demolitions - you name it. 

It is not clear, at this point, what the out¬ 
come of this situation will be, and whether the 
Israelis will take advantage - or rather be po¬ 
litically able to take advantage - of the situa¬ 
tion engendered by Bush and Blair’s war. It is 
public knowledge that at least some elements 
within or close to the Bush administration are 
actively in favour of the mass expulsion of Pal¬ 
estinian Arabs from the West Bank and Gaza. 
What is also known is that Bush - or rather 
the imperialist strategists that surround him - 
have plans to use the invasion and occupa¬ 
tion of Iraq to engage in a major redrawing of 
the political map of the Middle East. Exactly 
where this leaves the Palestinians is an open 
question. 

From the point of view of the Blair govern¬ 
ment, however, any mass expulsion by Israel 
would be seen as the direct result of the de¬ 
ployment of British troops against Iraq: given 
the current mass sympathy for the Palestin¬ 
ians that is partly fuelling the anti-war move¬ 
ment, such a move could well, coming on top 
of the current massive government crisis over 
the war, be the final nail in Blair’s coffin and 
the trigger for a decisive split in Labour. On 
the other hand, given the current Bush admin¬ 
istration’s antipathy for the recalcitrant French 
imperialists and more generally for ‘old Eu¬ 
rope’, it is questionable how much weight 
such considerations would carry with Bush 
and co. 

In Israel and in the occupied territories, the 
possibility of a massive act of expulsion has 
given rise to great alarm, including among 
those Israeli individuals and organisations 


who stand for Palestinian rights. An ‘Appeal 
to world public opinion from Palestinians 
under siege’ has been issued by the Pales¬ 
tine Emergency Committees - a “coalition of 
NGOs, national organisations, charitable so¬ 
cieties, professional unions, political parties, 
ministries and public figures operating 
through a coordinating office in Ramallah”. 

It ominously warns: “Statements made over 
the last two months by both Israeli officials 
and media indicate what they are proposing, 
planning and preparing to do in the Palestin¬ 
ian occupied territories in case of war against 
Iraq. These statements could be meant as in¬ 
timidation, deterrent or real threats. In view of 
our past and present experience we, the Pal¬ 
estinians, tend to see these as a threat endan¬ 
gering our very existence in this land of ours.” 
Their appeal was issued in conjunction with 
a ‘Statement of support’ from a parallel Israeli 
Emergency Committee, noting that “the dan¬ 
gers posed to the Palestinian people in case 
of an American attack on Iraq are real and se¬ 
vere. Extreme rightwing elements in our po¬ 
litical and military leaderships try to exploit the 
war situation in order to commit acts of ‘trans¬ 
fer’.” 

These appeals underline the possibilities 
and the dangers. As the most consistent 
democrats, socialists and communists should 
be a warning about this dreadful possibility. 
There is a threat of further catastrophe, a fur¬ 
ther 1948, for the Arab people of the territo¬ 
ries - indeed some might say that this is the 
best chance that Sharon and the extreme right 
in Israel are likely to get - a barbaric prospect. 
We, on the other hand, stand for the right of 
self-determination of both peoples in the ter¬ 
ritory of historic Palestine, and concretely for 
the existence of two democratic and secular 
states. 

The anti-war movement must build what¬ 
ever solidarity it is possible to deliver with the 
Palestinian people in these dark and danger¬ 
ous days, as an integral part of our own strug¬ 
gle against imperialist war • 

Ian Donovan 
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Problems 


Jtick Conrad 


■ Which road? 

The programmes of ‘official communism’ were designed to 
serve those in the workers’ movement who had no interest in 
revolution, those who preferred compromise with capitalism 
rather than its destruction. 

Jack Conrad also deals with the reformist programme of Peter 
Taaffe’s group and lays the groundwork necessary for drafting 
a revolutionary programme. 

£6.95/€ll 

■ From October to August 

Articles by Jack Conrad, charting the rise and demise of the 
USSR from Stalin’s monocratic dictatorship to the twists and 
turns of Gorbachev’s perestroika and Yeltsin’s counter-coup. 
Throughout there is a stress on the necessity of democracy. 

£6.95/€ll 

■ In the enemy camp 

Examines the theory and practice of communist electoral work. 
Particular attention is paid to the Bolsheviks’ anti-boycottism 
and their strategy for revolution. Vital for Socialist Alliance ac¬ 
tivists. 

£4.95/€7.75 

■ Problems of communist organisation 

What is the correct balance between democracy and central¬ 
ism? Jack Conrad explores this thorny issue in his historically 
significant argument against a disgruntled minority who de¬ 
serted the CPGB in 1992. 

£4.95/€7.75 

■ A plan for miners 

The Communist Party’s ‘anti-submission’ to the Tory govern¬ 
ment’s 1992 coal review. The case is made for working class self¬ 
activity and socialism. Arthur Scargill famously disowned it. 

£1.00/€1.50 

■ Towards a Socialist Alliance party 

Jack Conrad’s book argues for the Socialist Alliance to move to 
a higher organisational and political stage. Drawing on an ex¬ 
tensive study of history, this work presents the ways and means 
of arriving at that end. 

£7.00/€ll 


Buy all 6 books for £23/€36 and save £8.80/€l4 
Delivery free within the United Kingdom 


Please send me a copy of: 

Which road? □ 

From October to August □ 

In the enemy camp □ 

Problems of communist organisation □ 
A plan for miners □ 

Towards a Socialist Alliance party □ 


I enclose a cheque, payable to CPGB, for 

£/€ __ 

Name_ 

Add ress_ 


Email_ 

Please return to CPGB address 
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STOP THE WAR 


On Friday March 7 several hundred 
school students walked out of 
Blatchington Mill school in Hove, 
Sussex, in an anti-war protest. Five were 
suspended for two months - they can 
only return for their GCSE exams. The 
Weekly Worker spoke to two of them 


Barometer of 

School students are taking the lead in the struggle against the war. School 
strikes are breaking out eveiy where - London, Edinburgh, Birmingham, 
Liverpool. Mark Fischer reports on the March 19 protest outside parliament 


Giving it a go 


H ow did the protest begin? 
Ross Garwood: It just got 
round the school. Kids in my 
year organised amongst themselves 
and I got caught up in it all. It spread 
by word of mouth and using mobile 
telephones. For a while I thought it 
wasn’t going to happen, but then we 
saw a load of kids walking down the 
field. 

Half the school wanted to walk out. 
The teachers tried to stop them. 
They were blocking the gate saying, 
“You’re going to get suspended”, 
and some of the younger ones were 
deterred. But there must have been 
200-300 outside the school. 

One boy had a union jack with the 
Iraqi flag on the other side. It was 
just to say, everyone’s against the 
war. 

Luke Lamper: I heard about it at 
break time. Mr Hunter, the head¬ 
teacher, wanted us to sign a petition 
instead of walking out. One teacher 
was saying, “There’s no point - it’s 
not going to happen. There’s not 
enough of you.” But, just as he said 
that, 200-300 started walking out. It 
shows, anything can happen. The 
teachers were chasing them down the 
road. Some came back, but others got 
out through different exits. 

People were shouting, “No war, no 
war!” They had flags and whistles. 
About 100 of us stayed together, 
marching up and down the road. The 
teachers followed. They called the 
police and there were police cars and 
dogs everywhere. 

What are your feelings about the 
war? 

RG: There should be no war. Why 
won’t Blair listen? What he says 
goes, but everyone should have 
their say. There should be one mas¬ 
sive vote - should we go to war or 
not? At my age not many people are 
bothered about having the vote. 
They don’t know what it’s about. But 
if when you’re 16 you want to vote, 
you should be able to. 

The headteacher has said that 
you were suspended only 
because of previous “disruptive 


behaviour”. 

RG: It’s kind of true. They picked on 
us because of our history - we’ve all 
been suspended before. They said 
we were troublemakers, but we 
didn’t organise the walkout - every¬ 
one organised it themselves. I’ve not 
been in any trouble this year before 
this - I’ve been trying to get on with 
my work. 

LL: I haven’t got the best of history. 
But we’ve been chucked out for a 
totally different reason. Only five out 
of200-300 is unfair. 

What effect will all this have? 

RG: I reckon I won’t be hit too badly, 
but it’s messing up our education. 
I’m missing out, because you do 
learn some stuff at school. But we’ll 
only be allowed back for two to three 
weeks to sit our GCSEs. 

LL: I probably won’t do very well. 
I’ve got nothing to look at. All my 
books are at school and they won’t 
let us back. 

So was it worth it? 

RG: Yes, because quite a lot of peo¬ 
ple seemed to know what it was all 
about. We made them think. But I 
don’t know whether I’ll carry on pro¬ 
testing, because it’s getting a bit 
much. It depends if everyone else 
does - it’s your own decision. We 
didn’t mean for it to become that big 
- getting phone calls about it and 
that. 

LL: Yes, it was worth it in a way. I’ve 
suffered a bit, being excluded until 
the exams start, but I wasn’t doing 
that well anyway. Now I’ve been 
phoned up about getting involved 
in more action against the war. 
Some people say that some kids 
did it just to get out of school. 

RG : Quite a lot did it to get out of les¬ 
sons and quite a lot because they 
were against the war. To be honest, 
in the beginning I was in it to get off 
school, but after a while I was think¬ 
ing about the actual war. 

LL: Half did it to bunk off school, but 
the rest did it to make a stand. To 
show that we need to have a say too. 
Maybe there weren’t enough peo¬ 
ple, but at least we gave it a go • 



Blatchington Mill five: Ross Garwood, Adam Whittaker, Sarah 
McMurray, Charles Harrison-White and Luke Lamper 


B y the time I had reached 

the growing knot of people 
gathered around Bas and 
the two policemen who had 
frog-marched him to the middle of 
parliament square, his mood had 
begun to change. 

Initially, he brushed past me as 
he was led away - an ashen-faced 
and clearly very frightened 15-year- 
old lad. He was accused of throw¬ 
ing something at a policeman, as 
school student demonstrators 
confronted them in one of a series 
of clashes. I actually witnessed the 
incident and can testify that the 
offending object - a small bread 
roll (cheese and tomato ketchup, I 
would surmise from the gory ‘road- 
kill’ pattern it left on the side of the 
angry officer’s face) - was not 
thrown by him. 

As the search of Bas began, 
groups of other school students, 
political activists, camera crews, 
bar room and even professional 
lawyers began to congregate 
around to offer helpful advice: 
“Don’t tell ’em nuffin, Bas. They got 
no right.” “Why you searching ’im? 


Why don’t you go catch some 
crooks?” “Officer, you are not 
legally entitled to ask these ques¬ 
tions.” “Why don’t you mind your 
own business, miss?” “Actually, I am 
‘minding my own business’ - I’m a 
partner in a firm of solicitors.” 

This practical solidarity worked 
its magic on Bas and his confidence 
increased in inverse proportion to 
mounting surly frustration from the 
policemen. Eventually, they decided 
to call it a day after he squirmed 
theatrically as one officer com¬ 
menced a pat-down search of his 
trousers, shouting out: “Oh, there’s 
fuckin’ laws against that!” 

For more than four hours, up to 
500 school and college students 
showed exactly the same sort of 
disrespectful attitude to their elders 
and ‘betters’ as young Bas. To be at 
this protest, many had bravely 
defied teacher-imposed bans and 
parental threats. Once there, they 
showed they were less than awed by 
the occupants of the august body 
across the road from them, catcall¬ 
ing and giving the finger to a group 
of besuited honourable members 


who wandered out onto a balcony to 
watch the fun. They chanted (“They 
go to war, we break the law!”), they 
taunted the boys in blue (“Shame, 
shame, shame!”), fought running 
skirmishes with them and managed 
to partially or completely block the 
roads in front of parliament on at 
least half a dozen occasions that I 
saw. 

Wonderfully inspiring stuff. 

The police quickly worked out 
that this was not a restful day in the 
sun for them - and responded in the 
expected manner. They were 
violent, energetically laying into 
uniformed school students clearly 
still in their mid-teens. They sneered 
- “Why don’t you kiddies get back to 
fucking school?” They were 
obstructive, arrogant... and 
extremely educational. You can 
guarantee that the filth will have 
taught hundreds of new young 
activists some stark lessons about 
their oppressive role in society. 

These young protesters showed a 
refreshing openness to ideas, with 
all political stalls and paper-sellers 
doing brisk trade. Leaflets, stickers, 


Mark Fischer and Ben Lewis spoke to a range of school 

Youth referendum 


Amy, Loren and 
Maddy - three 13-year- 
olds from London - had 
to overcome many 
hurdles to get to the demo 

Amy: Only eight of us made it here to¬ 
day. 

Maddy: The teachers were guarding the 
doors, not letting anyone out. We just 
waited until their backs were turned and 
made a break for it. They were dead set 
against us coming here. They threatened 
us in assembly that anyone who did was 


going to get excluded from school. 
Loren: A lot of people wanted to come 
today, but we are the only people that 
made it. If they hadn’t blocked the doors, 
30 would have come - easy. 

Amy: Our parents are all up for it. My dad 
was for it because he went through the 
protests against the Vietnam war in the 
1960s. So he said I should be here. 
Loren: The school is out of order try¬ 
ing to not let us go. My dad was OK as 
well, but he couldn’t write me a note 
saying, ‘I give my daughter permission 
to bunk’! We may get in loads of trou¬ 
ble, but we don’t really care. It’s more 
important to be here: it’s more important 
to stop the war. This is our future that’s 
at stake. 

Amy: The House of Commons is not 


about democracy. They are not listening 
to us - the people. They do what they 
want and we have no influence over 
them. They didn’t ask us if we wanted to 
go to war - in fact, we told them we didn’t, 
and they are still going ahead. 

Loren: Here today, the police are just 
throwing kids around - they’re attacking 
us. We are trying to be peaceful, but they 
are attacking us. 

Maddy: At the moment, kids have no 
chance to say what they think. There 
should be something like a kids’ referen¬ 
dum where we can make our voices 
heard. 

Loren: I agree with that. It’s our future. 
They shouldn’t get to decide everything. 
What we say needs to be heard. 

Amy: And we say - Don’t attack Iraq! • 


There will be consequences 


Nabs is 16 and from a 
school in north London 

The three of us have taken a day off to 
come down here - our school is really 
pro-war, so we couldn’t get a lot of 
support from other pupils. There are 
a lot of Jewish people and a lot of rich 
pupils there - I’m not being racist or 
anything, but they are. 

My views are not being represented 
in parliament. At the moment this 
demo is just showing solidarity, as 
the government have made up their 
mind and there is nothing we can do 


about it. They never take our views 
into account, and they should. We are 
the future and they are going to make 
the same mess as they did in the 
1960s with Vietnam. They should 
listen to us, or there will be conse¬ 
quences. 

I don’t know what to do if they don’t 
listen to us - just keep protesting, I 
suppose. 

If there was a general election, I’d 
vote for you! For the communists or 
the socialists - one or the other. If I 
thought that might be a wasted vote 
and I had to vote for someone 
tomorrow, I’d vote for the Lib Dems. I 
know they’re for capitalism, but they 


are anti-war, aren’t they? And they 
have more of a chance of winning an 
election than you have. 

At the moment, anyway.. .• 
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Learning: but a lot to teach 


papers and badges were snapped 
up and Parliament Green was dotted 
with small groups or individuals 
relaxing in the sun and devouring 
the Weekly Worker, Socialist 


Worker, The Socialist or some other 
revolutionary publication. 

I did note some papers and 
leaflets converted into paper-hats 
to shelter from the brilliant spring 


sun - but far more were taken away 
to be studied on tubes and trains as 
these courageous young comrades 
made their way home. 

As you would expect, they still 


have a lot to learn. At the moment 
though, given their energy, dyna¬ 
mism and willingness to take a 
stand, youth clearly also have a lot 
to teach • 


students demonstrating outside the Houses of Parliament 


Making a difference 


Breaking free 

Joey and Sophie go to Prendergast school, Lewisham 


Joey: There are quite a few of us on strike 
today - two groups of us have come 
down here. That's a good turnout, as the 
teachers were really against us doing it. 
They wouldn’t let us out at first. All our 
parents have been phoned and told we 
are truanting. 

Julie: I don’t really know what can be 
done now, but we thought that if we came 
along in numbers at least they would 
know that the kids care. 

We all went to the big one on Febru¬ 
ary 15 and if they didn’t take any notice 
of that one, this one has got no chance. 
But at least we’re here. 

Joey: There are no politicians I respect 
any more, really. I don’t think I would vote 
for any of them. 

Sophie: I would vote for anyone who 
wasn’t going to go to war - the Liberal 
Democrats, perhaps. 

Joey: We have seen that young people 
have been politicised by this war. We 
raised money for Kosova and stuff like 
that when I was in primary school, but 
this is different. This is an important part 
of our education. 

Sophie: And it’s good to be outside 
school, but still learning. In our school, 
they have this really strict dress policy. 
OK, we have to wear uniforms, but we 
should be allowed to wear them how we 
want to wear them - we shouldn’t have 
to have our top buttons done up all the 
time, or the same ties and stuff. So it feels 
a bit like you’re in prison, because you 
are not able to do what you want. Even 
small stuff. 

Like, the girls are not allowed to wear 
trousers and we have been told at our 
school council that we are not even al¬ 
lowed to bring the issue up! That’s the 


place where we are meant to be able to 
debate and negotiate with the teachers 
and we can’t even talk about it! Where’s 
the democracy in that? 

Julie: And I’ ve just had this text message 
- parents are getting fined for letting their 
kids come on this. Mine are going to be 
so angry - with the school, not me ... • 


Obvious 

Dalia and Soraya came 
up from Ravensboume 
school in Bromley, Kent 

Dalia: We’ re here to stop the war. 
This country is turning into a 
dictatorship just as much as Iraq is. 
Two million people marched and the 
government still won’t listen. 

Soraya: They are not thinking of the 
consequence of the war at all. They’re 
only think of the benefit they are 
going to get from it. They want the oil 
- it’s obvious. 

Dalia: The oil is a big factor in this 
war. They are not thinking of what the 
people want, which is what the 
government is meant to do. 

Soraya: Tony Blair needs to have his 
own opinions, not just follow Bush. 
Dalia: We need an organisation of 
our own. We are the adults of the 
future and what is being done will 
affect our lives. We need to have a 
say, now • 


Evan and Cat are from 
Chesham in South Bucks 

Evan: I’ve always taken an anti-war 
stance and I really felt it was neces¬ 
sary to be here today. I’ve had a lot of 
people say to me that it’s too late to 
stop this war, but it’s never too late. 
There are thousands and thousands 
of individuals who want to make a 
difference - when they unite as one, 
they are going to make a difference. 
Cat: The fact that we are going to 
bomb thousands of innocent civilians 
- children or adults ... they are the 
same as us. We are going to make 
them suffer not just tomorrow, or for 
some weeks, but for years to come. 

No one deserves that. 


The fact that there’s no second 
resolution from the UN is just a 
shedding of democracy. The US and 
Britain have a total contempt for 
democracy. 

Evan: The fact that Tony Blah could 
have used the royal prerogative 
shows the same contempt. 

Clearly, the majority of people are 
against this war - and the royal 
prerogative would give him a loop¬ 
hole to go round parliament if he 
needed it. If this country were truly 
democratic, they would hold a 
referendum on such a huge issue. 
Cat: MPs are meant to be in parlia¬ 
ment to represent the entire popula¬ 
tion, and the demonstrations we have 
seen around the country just under¬ 
line that they are not - not just people 
who vote: kids too! • 


Stockton 

Students organise 


O n Wednesday March 12,1 

organised a meeting to form an 
anti-war group in Stockton Sixth 
Form College (SSFC). 

Rather than being an independ¬ 
ent group, it was decided that the 
group would be a base within SSFC 
for people who wanted to become 
part of the wider anti-war movement 
in the area, Teesside Against the 
War. 

Everyone was pleasantly 


surprised at the turnout, which 
exceeded 35 people. The meeting 
proved to be a good opportunity to 
gauge the scale of support, so we 
now can start planning activities 
such as demos, leafleting and letter¬ 
writing. 

Our next meeting will primarily be 
concerned with organising a 
demonstration in Stockton High 
Street next week • 

Shaunagh Campbell 


Manchester 

Youth 
on the 
move 

A staggering 4,000 students left 
their school, college or univer¬ 
sity at midday on Wednesday 
March 19 to join forces in Manchester 
for what was an unbelievable demon¬ 
stration of youth militancy. 

Swathes converged on Albert Square 
from every comer of the city, and pro¬ 
ceeded to march through the centre for 
around three hours, stopping traffic on 
major city routes for most of the after¬ 
noon and briefly occupying Piccadilly 
central bus station. Young people aged 
from eight to 28 held their banners 
high, rallying fellow students into the 
streets, building the demonstration at 
each step along the way and denounc¬ 
ing the so-called 'war on terror’. Police 
ended up in a bizarre cat-and-mouse 
game, unable to predict the next desti¬ 
nation of the young activists. 

From Albert Square, where the po¬ 
lice were led to believe there would be a 
rally, the students marched on, block¬ 
ing Oxford Road and stopping traffic 
into and from the main universities. 
Three hours later mounted police 
hemmed in around 500 of us near the 
entrance back into Albert Square - a 
number were arrested or injured in 
scuffles with the police. When asked 
why he could not cross the police line 
to see his parents, one 13-year-old boy 
was told: ‘ We’ve decided you have to be 
kept here due to the possible threat you 
pose to public order.” 

March 19 acted to dispel the myth that 
young people’s participation in the anti¬ 
war movement is not political, but 
rather a ploy to ‘bunk off’ from educa¬ 
tion. The organisation and political so¬ 
phistication was impressive. Lenin 
once noted that youth act as the barom¬ 
eter of struggle, and Wednesday’s dem¬ 
onstration of self-organisation and 
militancy by a layer of previously inac¬ 
tive young people indicates a sizeable 
shift from the pernicious apathy rife 
amongst students not so long ago. Yet 
this has not come from above. The offi¬ 
cial National Union of Students, which 
had cancelled an anti-fees march 
scheduled for the same day in order to 
avoid a clash, was nowhere to be seen. 

One problem, however, was that poor 
stewarding and facile politics by sec¬ 
tions of the British left allowed some 
elements of the event to go sour. The 
Workers Power youth front, Revolu¬ 
tion, encouraged people to vandalise 
public transport and phone boxes. Al¬ 
though a few comrades attempted to 
stop this, the unexpected size of the dem¬ 
onstration made stewarding by social¬ 
ists difficult. This meant that Workers 
Power, supposedly working class par¬ 
tisans, were able to discredit the march 
and alienate support. We must demon¬ 
strate to youth and WP comrades that 
these are not the tactics of working 
class partisans, but the antics of anar¬ 
chism. 

But there are far more important 
lessons. Youth are on the move. They 
are looking for politics. Left papers 
were eagerly taken, and school kids de¬ 
bated with students, workers and left ac¬ 
tivists. 

We must fully engage with the young 
people who have embraced the anti-war 
movement as their own and win them to 
the cause of the working class • 

James Bull 
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STOP THE WAR 


Fairford 

Warmongers 

sabotaged 



Stopping the machine 


L ast week at RAF Fairford in 
Gloucestershire two Trident 
Ploughshares activists 
disabled no less than 30 
vehicles which provide essential 
support to the US B52 bombers 
stationed there. 

Freelance writer Margaret Jones 
from Bristol and Quaker activist 
Paul Milling from Birmingham 
planned to stick labels onto all the 
vehicles to warn they had been 
tampered with. They carried with 
them bags of sugar to contaminate 
the fuel, grinding paste and treacle 
to add to the oil systems, spikes to 
puncture the tyres, and crowbars 
and hammers to damage the 
vehicles. 

They reasoned the bombers 
would be very closely guarded but 
guessed the Achilles heel might be 
the fleet of specialist support 
vehicles which are used to service, 
refuel and load bombs onto the 


aircraft. The bombers have been 
recently moved to the Gloucester¬ 
shire base and will be used to 
carpet-bomb Iraq. A number of these 
aircraft recently took off from RAF 
Fairford on an exercise and were 
refuelled in the air over Northumber¬ 
land. 

Margaret Jones said: “We 
managed to carry out our planned 
action very successfully. We evaded 
the police patrols, cut through the 
perimeter fence, and got into the 
garages, which were unguarded. We 
managed to disable some 30 
vehicles. With our politicians out of 
democratic control, it is up to 
ordinary citizens to stop the war 
machine. I could not bear the 
thought of these bombers taking off 
from our country, flying thousands 
of miles to Iraq, and dropping their 
cargoes of death on ordinary 
people. We felt we personally had 
to do what we could to stop them.” 


The spectacular disarmament 
action comes just three days after 
Trident Ploughshares activist Ulla 
Roder inflicted severe damage, 

Exeter: 

Direct 

action 

call 

T he South West regional anti-war dem¬ 
onstration in Exeter on Saturday 
March 15 was massive. It was the big¬ 
gest anti-war or left demonstration in the 
town certainly since the 1970s. 

The police estimated that 2,500 took 
part, but Exeter Stop the War put the fig¬ 
ure at well over 3,500 - about double the 
size of the anti-poll tax protests back in 
1990. Protestors came from around the 
region with contingents from Penzance, 
Bodmin, Plymouth, Exmouth, Dawlish, 
Taunton, North Devon, West Dorset, 
Tiverton and Totnes, to name but a few. 

The atmosphere on the march was car¬ 
nival-like with the aid at the back of the 
march of one wonderful samba band 
which kept up some very lively street 
music. It was also a beautiful day with 
bright sunshine (this correspondent ac¬ 
tually managed to get home on this 
spring day with sunburn!). The rally at 
the end of the march was considerably 


O n Tuesday March 18 the Scottish 
Socialist Party held a public meet¬ 
ing in Dundee. Around 150 people, from 
students to pensioners, turned out to 
hear Tommy Sheridan’s anti-war message 
at the Queen’s Hotel. 

Also on the platform were Jim Malone 
from the Fire Brigades Union; Alison 
Hughes, representing nursery nurses 
about to take industrial action; Jim 
McFarlane, SSP candidate for Dundee 
West for the elections to the Scottish 
parliament; and John Sangster, top of the 
SSP’s regional list for the North East of 


estimated in millions of pounds, to a 
Tornado jet at RAF Leuchars in 
Fife* 

James Venables 



delayed due to the fact that the entrance 
to Northemhay gardens was so packed 
that the march had difficulty getting into 
the park. 

The rally featured a guest appearance 
by Billy Bragg. Other speakers included 
CND chair Carol Naughton and repre¬ 
sentatives from the Stop the War Coali¬ 
tion, Socialist Alliance, Green Party, 
Liberals and the Islamic Centre for the 
South West. 

A number of the speakers referred to 
the need for walkouts and other direct ac¬ 
tion on the day war breaks out. Support 
was also urged for protests at the vari¬ 
ous military bases in the region • 

Dave Parks 


Scotland. There was an extremely mov¬ 
ing contribution from the floor from an 
Iraqi socialist woman who described her 
imprisonment and treatment at the hands 
of the Iraqi regime. 

The meeting helped set the scene for 
anti-war protests on Day X, linking them 
with the lobby of the Labour Party con¬ 
ference in Dundee on Friday and Satur¬ 
day March 21-22. Several people at the 
meeting decided to join the SSP and 
agreed to help build the party’s election 
campaign • 

Sarah McDonald 


www.tridentploughshares.org 



Leeds: Get 

involved! 

S pring came to Leeds on Saturday 
March 15 in the shape of a marvel¬ 
lous and huge demonstration against the 
threat of war on Iraq. 

The Yorkshire Evening Post re¬ 
ported the organisers’ estimate of 
10,000 people, and although it might 
not have been quite that big it was cer¬ 
tainly the biggest in Leeds in living 
memory. The demo, led by people car¬ 
rying a coffin and the Leeds Coalition 
Against War banner, was one of the live¬ 
liest political events to hit the city. 
There were numerous local groups 
with their banners. The diversity of the 
protestors and the energy of so many 
young people in the face of such a seri¬ 
ous situation was a real boost. 

There was one weakness - the scar¬ 
city of trade union banners: Leeds 
Trades Council was there, and Leeds 
National Union of Teachers, but I did not 
see any others. The final rally had at 
least a dozen speakers, including rep¬ 
resentatives of the muslim community, 
local Labour MPs Harold Best and John 
Trickett, and Julie Waterson of the So¬ 
cialist Workers Party. 

What made the demonstration even 
more impressive was that it was only 
called 12 days prior. The Leeds Coali¬ 
tion Against War gatherings every 
Monday have been the most dynamic 
political meetings in the city for a while, 
regularly attracting over 40 people ea¬ 
ger to get involved in activities against 
the war. 

A fortnight ago a discussion about 
whether the war had already started in 
view of the increase in bombings in Iraq 
by US and British air forces led to a dis¬ 
cussion as to why we were waiting for 
war to break before organising another 
demo, and that led on to a passionate de¬ 
bate about whether to hold it on March 
15 or March 29. Any readers of the 
Weekly Worker who have not been in¬ 
volved in local groups are doing them¬ 
selves a real disservice • 

Matthew Caygill 



Determined 


Newcastle 

Stand up and 
be counted 


A round 1,500 people of all 
ages and backgrounds 
participated in an anti-war 
demonstration in Newcastle on 
Saturday March 15. There were 
many trade unions and political 
groups represented in the array 
of placards and banners. 

Although there was a wide¬ 
spread recognition among 
protestors that Blair intends to 
support US aggression, regard¬ 
less of what the people have to 
say on the matter, there was 
nevertheless a determination to 
stand up and be counted as 
opposing our government’s 
collaboration in the murder of 
thousands of Iraqi citizens. 
CPGB comrades from Tees- 


side and Tyneside sold a healthy 
number of Weekly Workers to 
demonstrators - some familiar 
faces but also many first-timers 
eager to learn more about the 
Party’s analysis of this imperial¬ 
ist conflict in the Middle East. 

Predictably, the region’s only 
Sunday newspaper, The Sunday 
Sun, limited its coverage of the 
event to a lengthy interview with 
an 83-year-old World War II 
veteran who went along, 
wearing full military uniform and 
medals, to “stick up for our 
troops” and bemoan the naivety 
of the demonstrators. No anti¬ 
war views were quoted in the 
report • 

Steve Cooke 


Dundee: Ready for Day X 
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What democracy looks like 


it' 


T hat’s not what democracy 
looks like. This is what 
democracy looks like.” That 
was the refrain of demon¬ 
strators outside St Stephen’s entrance, 
Westminster, as the House of Commons 
sat to debate and vote through its pro¬ 
war motion on the evening of March 18. 
Demonstrators were of course compar¬ 
ing the travesty of democracy inside 
Westminster to the streets, where there 
was an example of the anti-war majority 
insisting that its voice be heard. 


March 18: 
protesting 
outside 
parliament 


Protesters had been gathering since 
noon, as Blair rallied the pro-war party to 
defy national and international opinion 
and launch imperialist war against Iraq. 
There were always at least 200-300 
there at any one time, with numbers 
reaching their peak of around 1,000 at 
6pm, as people arrived from work. 
Newer, young forces joined hardened 
activists, peaceniks and trade unionists 
to voice their outrage at the warmonger 
Blair and his contempt for mass demo¬ 
cratic sentiment. That the pro-war party is 


able to maintain an undemocratic 
stranglehold on parliament in the face of 
an anti-war majority is not lost on those 
demonstrating, nor on the millions in 
their homes watching developments 
unfold. 

After 6pm the demonstration moved 
onto the streets, blocking traffic for 
more than two hours, as the police 
dithered then became increasingly 
hostile. One copper quipped: “There’s 
too much freedom in this country”, 
looking at the pro-democracy ‘rabble’ in 


front of him. 

The turnout was somewhat disappoint¬ 
ing. But, with the action organised at 
short notice and the war about to 
become a reality, not totally surprising. 
This must be a warning sign for the 
movement. Now is the time to harden our 
resolve. As the war is launched, softer 
elements are bound to fall aside in the 
short term. Some sections will become 
despondent. We also need to prepare 
fora jingoistic backlash • 

Marcus Strom 



Hackney: Leading the way 


S ome 40 people attended the Hack¬ 
ney Stop the War coordinating 
committee on March 17. The meeting 
was somewhat confused and lacking in 
focus, partly because people felt nerv¬ 
ous and tense about the fact that war was 
so close. 

There were reports from the weekend 
workshops, which 60 people attended - 
disappointingly few, given the large 
number of political activists in Hackney. 
However, there were more positive re¬ 
ports of walkouts by school students 
which had taken place across the bor¬ 
ough spontaneously that day. It was 
generally agreed that school and col¬ 
lege students were leading the way for 
the unions and that we needed to get 


out with leaflets to schools and encour¬ 
age such actions. 

The CPGB proposed that we set up a 
people’s assembly in Hackney to coor¬ 
dinate action and create our own demo¬ 
cratic forum. Unfortunately this was not 
agreed. But we must move beyond 
STWC committees, and the one-off event 
in Westminster Hall is certainly not 
enough. 

Arrests have taken place of Turkish 
and Kurdish political activists under the 
Terrorism Act 2000. It appeal's they are 
being pursued on trumped-up charges, 
conjured up to intimidate that section of 
the population and the anti-war move¬ 
ment. It was agreed that we would organ¬ 
ise support and solidarity. 


The meeting broke early so that peo¬ 
ple could get out fly-posting for the 
March 22 demo. Leaflets were also taken 
for school students and Day X - the day 
of action once war starts. It was also 
agreed to get in touch with the local RMT 
branch with a view to establishing closer 
links. 

There was a lot of enthusiasm to get 
active. This is positive, but we must also 
discuss the way to broaden out the move¬ 
ment and create our own democratic fo¬ 
rums. 

Otherwise we will, in the words of 
George Galloway, be in danger of 
“marching people to the top of the hill 
and back down again” • 

Anne Me Shane 


York: 


T he biggest demonstration in York 
in living memory was proclaimed 
from the speakers’ platform outside 
York Minster on Saturday March 
15 - police estimated that 
almost 5,000 protestors 
rallied against the 
war. Organised by 
York Stop the War, 
the march and rally 
was attended by 
groups from as far 
afield as North 
Lincolnshire and 
Scarborough. 

The rally was 
addressed by Lindsey 
German and Asad Rehman 



m 


of the national Stop the War 
Coalition, as well as Frank Ormston, 
speaking on behalf of the York 
Socialist Alliance. 

The demonstration 
was characterised by 
the large numbers of 
young people on it, 
including many 
school students. 
However, Unison 
apart, the unions 
had a very low 
profile, compared to 
the many obvious 
‘first-timers’ in 
attendance • 

Richard Bayley 


Poto.co.uk 
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Against war. for democracy 


T he rise of the anti-war movement and 
the visible weakness of Blair, as he at¬ 
tempts to defy massive popular oppo¬ 
sition to the projected war with Iraq, 
have pushed to the fore questions of democ¬ 
racy. 

hr particular, they have highlighted the un¬ 
democratic nature of the parliamentary sys¬ 
tem, with its built-in obstacles to the popular 
will: the separation of powers between parlia¬ 
ment, the elected legislature and the executive, 
which operates in the name of the crown and 
the royal prerogative. Indeed, the fact that Blair 
is able, at least theoretically, to override the 
will of parliament by means of a simple decree 
in the name of the monarch, together with the 
insulation of the people’s elected parliamen¬ 
tary representatives from popular accountabil¬ 
ity, gives rise to a great deal of inchoate 
discontent from the masses opposed to the 
war. 

The left, and in particular the Socialist 
Workers Party as its largest organised com¬ 
ponent, has been compelled to notice the 
potential power of democratic questions in 
this situation. One positive result of this is, of 
course, the initiation of the People’s Assem¬ 
bly, which offers a forum for the expression of 
mass discontent with the government and its 
anti-democratic actions that goes beyond 
simply protesting in the street. There is the 
potential for such a body to act as an organ¬ 
ising forum for more forceful actions against 
the war than simply peace marches: from mass 
civil disobedience to political strikes, to po¬ 
tentially many other tactics that could con¬ 
ceivably be bom as a result of the inventive¬ 
ness of a real mass movement. 

If the People’s Assembly were able to at¬ 
tract a sufficiently wide range of delegates 
from local anti-war and community organisa¬ 
tions, trade unions and workplaces, schools, 
universities and colleges, and political groups 
(including of course the deeply alienated La¬ 
bour Party grassroots), it could conceivably 
acquire real popular authority and begin to 
play a vital role in mass social struggles which 
are virtually certain to result from the current 
upsurge of anti-war protest, giving a focus to 
and concretising the need for an alternative 
government. 

What is also quite interesting about some 
of its coverage of the anti-war movement is 
that the SWP has begun to address the ques¬ 
tion of democracy, analysing the political situ¬ 
ation in democratic terms - tire March 8 issue 
of Socialist Worker carried among its anti-war 
coverage some rather interesting material on 
this question. Dealing with the implications 
of the parliamentary rebellion against the war 
by 122 Labour MPs the week before, it noted 
that the popular view was not reflected in 
parliament - the overwhelming anti-war senti¬ 
ment among the populace as a whole was 
translated in parliament into a two-to-one 
majority in favour of the government’s pro¬ 
war motion. 

A short article on ‘Britain’s unrepresenta¬ 
tive democracy’ made some useful histori¬ 
cal and theoretical points about 
parliamentary democracy in a more general 
sense. Looking at the current situation, it 
correctly noted that “... parliament, rather 
than being a mechanism by which mass pres¬ 
sure is applied against the ruling class, is a 
mechanism for taming the representatives of 
mass feeling”. It looked back to an earlier pe¬ 
riod of British history, where such was the 
relationship of the political system with capi¬ 
talism (and indeed earlier forms of exploita¬ 
tion and privilege) that the right to vote was 
restricted by means of a property qualifica¬ 
tion that excluded most of the popular 
masses from any say whatsoever: “Great 
rows that split the establishment in the 19th 
century were debated out in parliament when 
the mass of workers were not even allowed 
to vote for MPs ... So the argument over free 
trade versus protectionism was debated in 
parliament by people directly representing 
different wings of the ruling class.” 

Later, after the capitalists had been forced 
by the mass struggles under the banner of 
Chartism to concede the abolition of the prop¬ 
erty qualification, the situation evolved to the 


It is not enough to point to the absence of popular democratic 
control, argues Kit Robinson. The working class and anti-war 
movement needs a positive programme 
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point that “decisions were more likely to be 
taken within unaccountable bureaucracies, or 
involving the senior political leaders in the 
Tory and Liberal parties”. The writer notes that 
the formation of the Labour' Party at the be¬ 
ginning of the 20th century meant a “huge” 
step forward, as it “broke a 40-year monopoly 
of the two openly capitalist parties over work¬ 
ing class politics”. But it is also correctly 
pointed out that “the mechanisms that insu¬ 
lated the centres of power from democratic 
control affected the Labour Party too, right 
from the start ... as time has gone on, each 
Labour government has adapted more and 
more to running the system”. 

Noting that, “except for waiting for the next 
election in several years time, there is no 
mechanism for voters to turf out their MP 
when he or she fails to reflect overwhelming 
public feeling”, the author concludes that 
“more and more people are asking why deci¬ 
sion-making should be left to an institution 
that is as undemocratic as parliament. That 


raises deep questions for the Labour' Parly.” Undemocratic, 
Indeed it does ... and not just for the La- yes: so what is 
bour Party, but also for the whole of the work- { 0 |j e done? 
ing class and anti-war movements. 

Unfortunately though, the SWP does not ac¬ 
tually theorise or elaborate any answers to 
these questions. In particular, it does not raise 
any concrete political demands that could 
qualitatively increase the influence of the 
masses over how we are ruled. The “ques¬ 
tions" are simply left hanging in the air, and 
no real attempt is made to answer them. This 
is a crucial weakness of the SWP’s anti-war 


If the People’s Assembly were 
able to attract a sufficiently 
wide range of delegates it 
could conceivably acquire real 
popular authority 


agitation, and reflects a wider problem that crip¬ 
ples the politics of many groupings on the left. 
That problem is one of economism, or the 
downplaying of the importance of an active 
fight for democracy as an integral part of the 
struggle for socialism. 

Yet the initiation of the People’s Assembly, 
or some would say ‘people’s parliament’, has 
implicit in it the need for something more sub¬ 
stantial than simply leaving these questions 
unanswered, to be solved spontaneously 
when the revolution comes along. The SWP, 
unfortunately, is an organisation that has long 
prided itself not only on not having a pro¬ 
gramme, but supposedly on not needing such 
a systematic elaboration of aims, strategy and 
tactics - a party programme was short¬ 
sightedly dismissed by SWP founder Tony 
Cliff as being merely akin to possessing “a 
blueprint for a machine gun, as opposed to 
the real thing”. One might retort that a machine 
gun that has to be improvised ad hoc with¬ 
out a proper design and blueprint is likely to 
be most dangerous to the unfortunate indi¬ 
vidual that has to fire it. 

Nowhere is the fallacy of this reasoning 
more obvious than in the current situation. The 
need for answers to the questions that the 
SWP is referring to is the need for a pro¬ 
gramme that systematically takes up the ques¬ 
tion of democracy under capitalism, seeking 
by means of mass struggle to extend democ¬ 
racy to its limits, and thereby pass beyond the 
capitalist mode of production itself. We must 
consciously fight to extend democracy into 
every sphere of life. 

Rather than simply grumbling about the 
unaccountability of MPs, it is necessary to 
demand radical changes to the remit of all 
elected representatives. In particular, the 
right of constituents to recall their MPs, lo¬ 
cal councillors, or whoever holds elected of¬ 
fice - perhaps through a petition, automati¬ 
cally triggering new elections whenever a 
demonstrable majority demands it - must 
form a crucial part of the extension of democ¬ 
racy. This must of course apply not only to 
individual elected representatives, who 
should be paid no more than the average pay 
of the citizens they represent, but also to the 
government as a whole. 

Abolishing the division between the execu¬ 
tive and the legislative would, of course, mean 
tire abolition of any unelected source of power. 
In every ‘democratic’ capitalist country, there 
exist means of robbing the democratic insti¬ 
tutions of any real day-to-day power, of blunt¬ 
ing and stymieing the popular will. In Britain, 
this takes place at a formal constitutional level 
by means of the executive power, personified 
by the prime minister, who derives his author¬ 
ity not from parliament or the people, but from 
his appointment by the monarch. It is this con¬ 
stitutional norm that gives Blair the formal right 
to override the will of parliament and the peo¬ 
ple - in order to declare war, for instance. 

Other institutions also exist to provide a 
counterweight to the popular will, from the 
House of Lords and the Privy Council to the 
standing army, which swears loyalty not to 
the people or even to parliament, but again to 
the monarch. Once again, it is that crown 
power that gives Blah, as the representative 
of the monarch and not the people, the formal 
right to declare war irrespective of the popu¬ 
lar will. Indeed, this formal allegiance of the 
aimed forces to the crown can be even more 
dangerous: when sections of the establish¬ 
ment feel that their power is threatened by the 
will of a politically conscious movement of the 
lower orders, this anti-democratic allegiance 
to a completely unelected institution would 
be the means by which the army, particularly 
with its unelected officer caste, could be used 
for a wholesale attack on the democratic rights 
of the mass of the population. 

A consistently democratic programme must 
therefore call for the abolition of all these anti¬ 
democratic institutions, from the monarchy to 
the House of Lords, to the Privy Council, to 
the standing army itself, which must be re¬ 
placed by a people exercising the right to bear 
amis - not of course in an anarchistic or nihil¬ 
istic sense, as with the widespread infestation 
of privatised weaponry that disfigure Ameri- 
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can society with anti-social shootings and kill¬ 
ings, etc, but in a democratic sense of a popu¬ 
lar militia with elected and recallable officers. 
This is the only effective means to protect the 
population from unelected power and the 
threat of tyranny that flows from the very 
nature of class society. 

But in order to really have a genuinely 
democratic society, one in which the people 
really do rule, we need to go much further than 
even these measures. Democracy needs to be 
extended from the sphere that is convention¬ 
ally regarded as ‘political’ - parliament, local 
government, the sphere of the public power 
in general - into the economy itself. For it is a 
fact that under the present, capitalist system, 
elected governments are subordinate to the 
owners of capital, who really exercise the de¬ 
cisive power in the economy. 

This is pretty obvious, of course, when one 
looks at the United States, where the oil bar¬ 
ons are able to buy and rig national elections, 
and instigate blatantly imperialist wars. It has 
become increasingly obvious on this side of 
the Atlantic too in recent times - what with the 


Tories as the traditional party of big business 
being pushed out over the last few years by 
New Labour, fighting rather well for their enor¬ 
mous shares of the patronage of business¬ 
men and the super-rich. The capitalist 
perversion of democracy has always been a 
democracy for the rich - which is why we must 
demand democratic control of the wealth of 
society by those who create that wealth - or¬ 
dinary working people. 

We must demand the election and right of 
recall of all management in industry, the right 
of ordinary workers and employees to collec¬ 
tively control and where necessary veto all 
management decisions, exercised collectively 
by means of trade unions or other independ¬ 
ent organisations of the workers. Parallel to 
those institutions viewed conventionally as 
political in the parliamentary sense, we need 
a whole new extension of popular control and 
democracy in terms of the economy, through 
workers' management and ownership. 

Indeed, the two spheres of democracy 
need to become merged, so that the wealth 
of society can be collectively used for the 


benefit of the mass of the people, according 
to rational, conscious and democratic plan¬ 
ning. This cannot simply be confined within 
the framework of one country like Britain. On 
the contrary, such an endeavour would have 
its own dangers in terms of stagnation and 
the return of some new form of oppression. 
What is needed is not so much nationalisa¬ 
tion - in the narrow and old-fashioned sense 
of the social democratic/Stalinist paradigm - 
rather the internationalisation of democracy 
and popular control over the globalised 
economy. 

Indeed, the international character of the 
current massive anti-war movement, standing 
on the shoulders of earlier international mo¬ 
bilisations such as die European Social Fo¬ 
rum in Florence last year, points in its whole 
dynamic to the potential for a new foim of in¬ 
ternational, revolutionary-democratic, mass 
socialist movement. A democratic, interna¬ 
tionalist programme is indeed in tune with this 
new period of mass ferment and potential radi- 
calisation, and should be embraced by the left 
as offering a real way forward • 


ISO Zimbabwe appeal 

Following his expulsion from the Movement for Democratic Change and ejection from the Zimbabwe 
parliament. International Socialist Organisation leader Munyaradzi Gwisai (pictured) is contesting the 
subsequent by-election in his Highfield, Harare constituency. 

Comrade Gwisai was expelled for publicly opposing the rightwing policies of the MDC, which was 
set up in 1999 by trade unionists following the militant working class struggles of that year, but came 
increasingly under the control of business, farming and pro-imperialist interests. He was expelled from 
parliament under the temis of the anti-defection clause of the constitution, introduced by Robert 
Mugabe’s Zanu-PF in 1996. 

The ISO - fraternal organisation of the Socialist Workers Party in England and Wales - has issued this 
call for financial support 



C omrades 

Relations between the International 
Socialist Organisation and the main 
opposition, the Movement for Democratic 
Change, came to a head in November last year 


with the expulsion of the socialist MP for 
Highfield, Munyaradzi Gwisai. 

Gwisai’s expulsion came as no surprise to 
us. Following the near-total collapse of the 
Zimbabwean economy, coupled with the cri¬ 
sis in fuel supplies, foreign currency and 
food, the neoliberal MDC moved to deal 
decisively with any anti-neoliberal 
threats to its programme of se¬ 
cret talks with the Mugabe 
Zanu-PF regime and its 
programme of pushing 
the neoliberal pro¬ 
gramme for investors 
and bosses. 

Following extensive 
debates within the ISO 
and with workers and 
residents in Highfield, we 
have decided to field Mun¬ 
yaradzi Gwisai as a candi¬ 
date for the Highfield 
by-election. We have 
fielded him as an ‘inde¬ 
pendent’ candidate fiilly 
backed and endorsed by 
the ISO. The support 
we have in the indus¬ 
trial (factory) areas 
surrounding High¬ 
field (where the vast 
majority of workers 
live) is solid. 

But this is not just 
any ordinary by-election 
campaign. We have en¬ 
tered this campaign with 
the express aim of rais¬ 
ing the anti-capitalist 
struggle platform. 
This campaign is 
what we envi¬ 
sion as the 


starting point - the rallying point. This cam¬ 
paign is significant in that it is the first so¬ 
cialist campaign this country has ever seen. 
For the first time, it places the anti-neolib- 
eral programme against the different neolib¬ 
eral programmes of both the MDC and 
Zanu-PF. It represents a real socialist cam¬ 
paign, organised and run by workers with¬ 
out the big backing of established 
parliamentary parties. Not only is it a first 
for Zimbabwe: it is also probably the first 
such campaign to be run on the continent 

The real potential for this campaign has 
already been shown. Of the three MDC party 
structures in Highfield, one has come out in 
support of Gwisai. Of the three MDC coun¬ 
cillors in Highfield, one has come out in sup¬ 
port of the ISO candidate and has openly 
moved to our campaign. The MDC youth wing 
in the area has been split We have moved into 
campaigning with workers’ meetings at 
lunchtimes lined up for the next two to three 
weeks. Once we have rallied workers at their 
workplaces, we then move into Highfield it¬ 
self in the third and fourth weeks. 

The by-election takes place on the week¬ 
end of March29-30. To do this we desperately 
need money for one of the most significant 
anti-capitalist campaigns ever seen in Zim¬ 
babwe in the last five years. We urgently need 
to raise £300 from comrades internationally. 
This is to cover the costs of sending teams of 
comrades to do meetings, printing and fly¬ 
posting posters and other costs. 

We are therefore appealing to our inter¬ 
national comrades, friends, members and 
sympathisers to assist us in this aspect. We 
are asking comrades to donate and/or do 
fundraisers and place the money in our bank 
account in the UK • 

Rosa Zulu 
national treasurer 
ISO Zimbabwe 


ISO bank details 

First Direct Bank, 40 Wakefield 
Road, Leeds LS981FO Account 
Name: John Page Account 
Number: 1118 54 89 Sort Code: 
40-47-781 Please email details of 
deposits to rosazulu@hotmail.com 


What we 
fight for 

(■ Our central aim is the organisation of communists, revolu¬ 
tionary socialists, anti-capitalists, anti-war activists and all 
politically advanced workers into a Communist Party. With¬ 
out organisation the working class is nothing; with the high¬ 
est form of organisation it is everything. 

■The Provisional Central Committee organises members 
of the Communists Party, but there exists no real Commu¬ 
nist Party today. There are many so-called ‘parties’ on the 
left. In reality they are confessional sects. Members who 
disagree with the prescribed ‘line’ are expected to gag them¬ 
selves in public. Either that or face expulsion. 

■ Communists operate according to the principles of demo¬ 
cratic centralism. Through ongoing debate we seek to 
achieve unity in action and a common world outlook. As 
long as they support agreed actions, members have the 
right to speak openly and form temporary or permanent 
factions. 

■ Communists are fully committed to building the anti-war 
movement but constantly strive to bring to the fore the 
fundamental question - ending war is bound up with ending 
capitalism. 

I Communists are internationalists. Everywhere we strive 
for the closest unity and agreement of anti-war, working 
class and democratic parties of all countries. We oppose 
every manifestation of sectionalism. It is an internationalist 
duty to uphold the principle, ‘One state, one party’. To the 
extent that the European Union becomes a state then that 
necessitates EU-wide trade unions and a Communist Party 
oftheEU. 

■The working class must be organised globally. Without a 
global Communist Party, a Communist International, the 
struggle against capital is weakened and lacks coordina¬ 
tion. 

■ Communists have no interest apart from the working 
class as a whole. They differ only in recognising the impor¬ 
tance of Marxism as a guide to practice. That theory is no 
dogma, but must be constantly added to and enriched. 

■ Capitalism in its ceaseless search for profit puts the fu¬ 
ture of humanity at risk. Capitalism is synonymous with war, 
pollution, exploitation and crisis. As a global system capi¬ 
talism can only be superseded globally. All forms of na¬ 
tionalist socialism are reactionary and anti-working class. 
■The capitalist class will never willingly allow their wealth 
and power to be taken away by a parliamentary vote. They 
will resist using every means at their disposal. Communists 
favour using parliament and winning the biggest possible 
working class representation. But workers must be read¬ 
ied to make revolution - peacefully if we can, forcibly if we 
must 

■ Communists fight for extreme democracy in all spheres 
of society. Democracy must be given a social content. 

■ We will use the most militant methods objective circum¬ 
stances allow to achieve a federal republic of England, 
Scotland and Wales, a federal Ireland and a United States 
of Europe. 

■ Communists favour industrial unions. Bureaucracy and 
class compromise must be fought and the trade unions 
transformed into schools for communism. 

■ Women’s oppression, combating racism and chauvinism, 
and the struggle for peace and ecological sustainability 
are just as much working class questions as pay, trade 
union rights and demands for high-quality health, housing 
and education. 

■ Socialism represents victory in the battle for democracy. 

It is the rule of the working class. Socialism is either demo¬ 
cratic or, as with Stalin’s Soviet Union, it turns into its oppo¬ 
site. 

■ Socialism is the first stage of the worldwide transition to 
communism - a system which knows neither wars, exploita¬ 
tion, money, classes, states nor nations. Communism is gen¬ 
eral freedom and the real beginning of human history. 

■ All who accept these principles are urged to join the 
Communist Party. 
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FBU delegates 
overturn 
leadership 
deal 


Firefighter s defy 
war fever iM 





Andy Gilchrist: rebuffed 


D elegates to the Fire Brigades 
Union conference, summoned 
to Brighton to discuss the 
state of play in the long-run¬ 
ning dispute over pay and conditions, 
overwhelmingly rejected the leadership 
recommendation that the latest offer from 
the employers be accepted. 

The deal is still to be put to branches, 
but the show of militancy by delegates, 
with Matt Wrack of London region to the 
fore, gives the clearest indication that the 
recall conference next month is certain to 
ditch it. The “logic” of this decision, as 
general secretary Andy Gilchrist pointed 
out, would mean further industrial action. 

Earlier, the FBU executive council had 
voted to call off the strike set for March 
20 and by 12 votes to six decided to put 
the recommendation for acceptance to 
the March 19 conference. It seems that 
the EC majority felt that to go ahead with 
the latest action just as war was launched 
would be a “public relations disaster”. In 
which case there was no alternative but 
to throw in the towel. Gilchrist conceded 
the offer was not the best his executive 
could have achieved, but the best “in the 
political situation we find ourselves in”. 

Delegates were furious because the of¬ 
fer appeared virtually identical to the one 
rejected not a fortnight previously: 16% 
over three years, tied to unspecified ‘mod¬ 
ernisation’ reforms (cuts in jobs and serv¬ 
ices along the lines of the Bain report). 
Pious words of “consensus” and “con¬ 
sultation” had been appended. One del¬ 
egate said the EC deserved a “damn good 
kicking” for what a leaflet handed out by 
Socialist Alliance activists described as 
“abject surrender” to a “rubbish” offer. 

Strikes had been 100% solid, but there 
can be no doubt that the vacillations of 
the FBU leadership had resulted in much 
confusion and a certain measure of de¬ 
moralisation amongst the rank and file. It 
is therefore encouraging that delegates 
stood firm and told the EC where to get 
off in no uncertain terms. The conference 
broke up in disarray almost as soon as it 
was convened, when the standing or¬ 
ders report was unanimously rejected. 
After the resulting four-hour interruption 
there was little doubt which way the de¬ 
cision would go. 

The outcome of the conference has a 
certain irony. Last week, in response to 
the collapse of the previous round of 
talks between the FBU and employers, 
Whitehall had implied that the union lead¬ 
ership was dragging along an unwilling 
rank and file in pursuit of its own private, 
no doubt sinister, agenda and the mem¬ 
bership should therefore demand the 
chance to vote for what the EC had re¬ 
jected. Dangerous territory, one would 
think, for Labour spin-doctors to have 
strayed into at this point in time - a lead¬ 
ership pursuing policies unpopular with 
the majority and a call on that majority to 
demand a new vote: what if that were 
applied to the war on Iraq? 


No wonder the question of democra¬ 
tising the political fund is now widespread 
within the FBU. Labour ministers have 
regularly been wheeled out in newspa¬ 
pers and on TV for their Blairite rent-a- 
quote, condemning the FBU and doing 
a hatchet job on the firefighters in gen¬ 
eral. They are rightly exasperated by the 
thought that their money could be used 
to help re-elect the very Labour ministers 
who now denounce them for demand¬ 
ing decent pay and wanting to defend 
their working conditions. 

As Albie Lithgow, a leading FBU mili¬ 
tant, said at a recent public meeting called 
by Merseyside Socialist Alliance, “You 
don’t take a kicking for someone, get up 
and then give them a few bob for their 
troubles.” This mood is certainly to be 
welcomed. The organised working class 
as a whole must learn from the bitter ex¬ 
perience of the FBU at the hands of ‘its’ 
party. 

Such - entirely justified - indignation 
has, however, led to some trade union¬ 
ists advocating not the democratisation 
of the political fund, but its abolition. 
Many firefighters have voted with their 
feet and simply stopped paying. How¬ 
ever, the political fund represents - albeit, 
for communists, very inadequately and 
in a highly contradictory manner - the 
reaching out of the working class simply 
as a class in itself under capitalism to 
something more, to becoming a class for 
itself, seeking to remake society in its own 
image. We must fight against syndical¬ 
ist or quasi-syndicalist apoliticism vigor¬ 
ously. 

Likewise, the call for immediate disaf¬ 
filiation from the Labour Party should be 
opposed. The proposal made at the Peo¬ 
ple’s Assembly by RMT general secre¬ 
tary Bob Crow in relation to the war 
should be extended: a minimum platform 
should be presented to every Labour 
candidate outlining conditions for sup¬ 
port - trade union money and backing for 
Labour candidates should be made con¬ 
ditional. 

FBU leaders are behaving “like Sadd¬ 
am’s friends”, we were told at the week¬ 
end by shadow defence secretary 
Bernard Jenkin. Such slanders are, of 
course, just that - slanders. Statements 
like this are to be expected from Tories 
and the Murdoch gutter press. We can 
fully expect any strike action by workers 
during the Iraq war to be fiercely de¬ 
nounced by Labour ministers too - now 
is the time when there ought to be ‘na¬ 
tional unity’ in support of ‘our’ troops. 

It is the job of communists to explode 
the myth of ‘the national interest’ and the 
supposed commonality between work¬ 
ers and our exploiters. It is the job of com¬ 
munists, too, not to deny the political 
content of the strike - it has been politi¬ 
cised first and foremost by the other side. 
It is axiomatic for Marxists that domestic 
and foreign policy are but two sides of 
the same coin - the interests of British 


capital are to be pursued at home and 
abroad. The spontaneous link made by 
many workers (and the firefighters in 
particular) between the industrial policy 
of the government and the Iraq crisis is 
an encouraging sign that wider layers of 
the class are beginning to realise this. 
We should strive, through patient expla¬ 
nation and persuasion, to extend and 
deepen this process. 

The firefighters’ strike began as an of¬ 
fensive strike, perhaps the first of its kind 
for some years - the council workers’ 
strike last summer was in response to a 
derisory pay offer (likewise the numer¬ 
ous strikes on the railways) and the ac¬ 
tions taken by postal workers were 
rearguard actions in defence of jobs and 
service. Here, however, a section of the 
working class stood up to demand a 
substantial improvement in pay. Un¬ 
doubtedly the working class is beginning 
to move - slowly and in fits, but there is 
definitely movement - at a time of mass 
action against a deeply unpopular war. 

In these conditions, where there is eve¬ 
rything to play for, it is crucial that we 
proceed with caution. Much as we might 
like to see an all-out strike, led by a great 
mass of revolutionary firefighters with 
the explicit aim of tying down Blair’s 
troops, we must strive to defend the unity 
of firefighters and avoid premature calls 
to set up the FBU as the political van¬ 
guard they clearly are not. Similarly a 
general strike - whether in support of the 
firefighters or against the war - simply 
cannot be delivered, given the existing 
level of consciousness. The call, then, 
should not be made at this point. 

Of course, it is not the job of commu¬ 
nists to simply follow: we should strive 
to lead - but it is a crime to play with revo¬ 
lution. The working class needs sober 
analysis, real leadership, not the revolu¬ 
tionary pose. 

These are exciting times, no doubt. 
Communists must constantly learn from 
and think on the basis of the most recent 


events. Things are changing almost by 
the hour and the left is being tested by 
the tempo of events. We must make sure 
we are up to the task • 

David Moran 


Lobby Labour 

Firefighters’ protest at Labour’s Dundee 
conference, Friday March 21. Assemble 
9.30am, City Square. 
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